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MEMORANDUM 


To 


P.N.Q.Arbitration Panel 


From 


Eric P. Newman Jumianetic 
Education Society 


August 26,1966 


Dear Honnie, Herb. and Lesters 

A somewhat clarified and revised comment on the 
USA OS matter is enclosed in place of the first 
draft which was given to you. There is no change 
in substance. No copies of either have been given 
by us to any of those present at the hearing except 
yours- Ivee and instructions will be awaited from 



you on this point. 


for ERIC P.lfEWi'AH STJHISMATIC E Ci 5 ’ £Gd SOCIETY 



AN - ' : - • ^_ :::tic:?y of a hoard of 

i; 2 o - ry.Y st.'^ts . c-??ice gold pieces 

Since I have been asked to make a statement of a technical 
numismatic natu .3 I believe tha : a br:..' sunnary of my background 
is advisable. I have continuously collect d and studied coins 
and paper money a hobby for 15 years, primarily in the American 
field. I have steadily undertaken research and writing in the field 
beginning over LO years ago and have assisted others in similar 
activity. In 1958 I was instrumental in the organization of a 
non-profit numismatic education society bearing my name to aid in 
numismatic research, writing, anc exhibition on a broader scale and 
I am representing this Soci. . ma.. .is statement* In the 

course of my work for this Society and prior ther.oo I have studied 
counterfeits, rep:eductions, imitations, forgerie alterations and 
fantasies. Knny i- siy studio- th. ha» w bpublished, 

such as: 

The Secret “ the Good So '•itan 3hil ing 
The Fantast l80lj Dollar 

Counterfeit Continental Currency Go_ . to YJar 

A recentl discovered Coin solves a Vermont Numismatic Enigma 

Diagnosing the Zerbe iSOli and 18C5 Dollars 

An Oak Tree Shilling Forgery Appears 

A Snake Breeds a St.Patrick Farthing 

Auctori Plebis - But VJithout Authority 

An Elephant Token Never Yorgets - Forgery 

Many coins have been submitted to the Eric. ?. Newman Numismatic 
Education Society for an opinion as to their genuineness and such 
opinions have been given by me on its behalf. I have often lectured 
on false coins. I serve as a member of the Council of the American 
Numismatic Society and have been a member of the A.N.A. for over 
3 years. 

At the 1961* American Numi ^bic Association Convene on at 
Cleveland I v . asked by Dr.J: 0. Sloss to participate in the 

determination ~s to whether cc ain v U.S.Assay Office Gold 





piec were genuine and was shown one of the questioned pieces at 
thou time* I was told that George J. Fuld, Abe KosofJ, and John 
Fittrr.an would also be asked to be members of the study group* I 
explained that the education society would be glad to participate 
if the coins were made available for study and subsequently much 
work was done on the subject. While I have discussed certain facts 
and theories with members of the study group and with a few people 
from whom I sought further data, neither I nor the education society 
have heretofore expressed any specific opinion or revealed any 
opinion of other members of the study group. Due to illness, a 
long delay in the study resulted and the group has not formulated 
a joint opinion. I am satisfied that at this time there is no 
objection by any member of the study group to a free expression of 
findings and opinions by any of its members. While I have received 
: - ,ts for an opinion on the matter on many prior occu-ions, I 

t that it x— -.timely and ill-advised to give an opinion for 
.o reasons: first, I felt that everyone in the study group was 
entitled to sufficient time to exhaust all opportunities uo learn 
additional facts, and second, I felt that more than a reasonable 
time should elapse after the study group was known to be at work in 
case any. voluntary disclosures were to be made. I am aware that 
there has heretofore been considerable comment about $20 USAOG 
pieces and related matters and therefore feel that it is fortunate 
an impartial hearing on the matter has been arranged. Because the 
inquiry primarily involves coins themselves I am avoiding the use 
of names of individuals to the extent that a full disclosure of 
facts will not be adversely affected. There are many individuals 
whose cooperation has been exemplary and whose desire to seek the 
truth was in the highest tradition of numismatic scholarship. 
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T'no importance of a correct determination of the question 
cannot be underestimated, since it relates not only to the Garland 
coin under review and to other numismatic items in the hands of 
collectors and dealers but to the future of numismatics. Any 
opinion expressed must be based upon certainty, and for that reason 
facts relating to inconclusive findings or speculation as to facts 
will be omitted unless they become more relevant in the course of 
other developments or are reasonably requested. 

Our findings and conclusions are as follows: 

In the July, 1963 NUMISMATIST (p.997) there is an advertise¬ 
ment seeking among other things to buy, a $20 U.S.Assay Office piece 
in "Gem Proof Mirror Surface Condition” and the ad indicated that 
theretofore one had been seen by the advertiser. A letter was pub¬ 
lished in answer thereto in the August, 1963 NUMISMATIST ,p.1090) 
offering information concerning coins of that type dated l8f>3 with 
a fineness of 9CG. The letter stated that seven gem proofs "were 
obtained from the direct descendant of an associate of August Humbert 
and that five were for sale in the Spring of 1958. The Garland speci¬ 
men can be traced back to one such sale. The weights of the seven 
pieces were given as ranging from 5lk*5 to 518.25 grains. The weight 
and the alloy were said to be written on old linen handkerchiefs in 
which the coins were wrapped but which were not available. The letter 
states that since 1958 other "semi-proof or first-strike specimens" 
were obtained from "living relatives and friends of the gentleman 
with whom we first did business." The number of the semi-proof or 
first strike coins was not stated, nor was it stated whether the 
"gentleman" who was the original source of the coins was then dead 
or alive. The identification of the source is not further clarified 
and that source will be referred to in this statement as the "Humbert 
Associate Source." 
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The proofs were stated in that letter to be from highly- 
polished dies and planchets and an opinion wa3 given that the gem 
proofs apparently were patterns made to test copper alloy com¬ 
binations. All proofs were said to be from the sane pair of dies 
and it was pointed out that the reverse die is distinguished by 
a projection on the right upper of N in UNITED. The letter men¬ 
tioned that the Seavey (1861;), Eell (191;!;) and Farouk (195U) sales 
each contained a proof $20 USAOG 900 fine and that the Red Book 
illustrated a proof with a lump on the reverse between TE of UNITED. 

There was a proof-like 1853 USAOG $20 sold a3 Lot 3338 st 
the ANA 1961* Convention Sale which was said to have been bought 
as a true proof and was given an estimated value of $1*500. The cata¬ 
loguer said that he had previously bought another specimen as a 
proof, which he had sold and which was later offered at $6500. Both 
the auctioned coin and the cataloguer’s farmer coin were said to 
have come to light m a discovery. The cataloguer stated that 
neither were proofs. That cataloguer's former coin is the coin now 
owned, by Paul Garland. 

Other recent public offerings of choice $20 USAOG pieces which 
have come to my attention are a superb gem proof offered for $1;500 
in the October, 1961; NUMISMATIC SCRAPBOOK MAGAZINE (p.2819), a 
brilliant uncirculated specimen as Lot 1702 in the April 30,1965 
Paramount Sale, and a gem proof offered for $1200, on page 1122 of 
the May, 1966 NUMISMATIC SCRAPBOOK MAGAZINE . 

In the Blue Ridge Coin News for November, 196U Paul Garland 
informed its readers that a coin for which he had paid $3300 was 
false. He was referring to his $20 1853 USAOG because he specifi¬ 
cally named uhe members of the study group which was then at work 
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on the matter. 


In the 1966 Whitman Red Boole tho listing of the $20 1853 USAOG 
900 fine (p.225) was accompanied by the coam::. , "Beware of Spurious 
specimens in Proof condition." This statement was inserted in the 
1966 P.ed Book on the recommendation of a panel of 13 named advisors 
(p.?13) on U.S. Territorial Gold, all of whom were informed of the 
proposed statement before its insertion and no objection to it was then 
r-ised. The statement, however, was removed from the 1967 edition 
of the Red Book. 

Of the type of coin under study I have had the opportunity to 
examine four glittering superb pieces from the Humbert Associate 
Source (#5, 7, lh and 16), including the Garland piece, one normally 
appearing proof (#12), two brilliant uncirculated pieces (#6 and 15)» 
a large group of circulated pieces ranging from very good to about 
uncirculated condition, and seven lead items containing some of the 
same designs, (six being from ,he Humbert Associate Source). There 
apparently -s in existence a piece in ..-.cl. is hc-u along 

with two additional glittering pieces in gold, all three from the 
Hum'-,. a Associate Source. 

On November 17, 1961* some USAOG examples were turned over to 
the United States Secret Service for authentication purposes. The 
Secret Service sought the legal opinion of the General Counsel of 
the Treasury Department as to whether the Secret Service had auth¬ 
ority to investigate the matter. A ruling was received that the 
United States Assay Office coins were not obligations of the United 
States government and the Secret Service therefore declined to 
investigate the matter. 

Enlarged photographs of 25 coins which were extensively studied 
are on hand and those will be referred to by number and their 
characteristics described. 

Coins #1 and 10 are the variety with 88h THOUS above the eagle 
on the obverse. In making the dies for 900 fine pieces "he 900 was 
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punched over the 881* in the die and evidence of such overpunching 
is readily noticed on every 900 fine gold coin. 

Coins //l, 2, 3, h , 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 19 were owned by 
museums or private collections long prior to 1958. The date of 
acquisition by the owners of #17 and 18 is not available. The 
ownership of #5, 6, 7, 111 , 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 22; and 25 came 
about during or after 1958. 

Coins # i through 19 are gold and coins #20 through 25 are 
lead. The lead pieces will be separately commented upon, primarily 
because they have substantially different obverse designs. 

Coins #5, 7, lU and 16 are glittering pieces, far shinier than 
normal proofs of the period and not as mirror-like. Coins which 
have been cleaned or polished subsequent to striking are sometimes 
found with similar patina, but origi. strikings of United States 
coins are not. This makes it appear that an attemp has been made 
to produce artificial proof surface rather than that the coins 
are normal proofs. 

.Coins #15 end 1c are double struck, the former on both sides 
and the latter on the reverse, making visibility of some details 
difficult. 

Coins #1, 2, 3, li, 6, '8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, lh, 15, 17, 18 
and 19 have a rice shaped raised lump under the right arm of the 
T of UNITED on the reverse while #5, 7 and 16 do not. This lump 
seems to have been caused by an accidental flaking or disinte¬ 
gration from crystallization in a small part of the field of the 
reverse die and was not produced by normal die cutting. It probably 
occurred during the abrupt temperature drop in hardening the steel 
die by immersion in liquid when heated. 

Coins #5, 6, 7, ll> and 16 have an identical raised diagonal 
-ne under the right corner of the right base of the second A in 
..ERICA on the obverse. This was caused by a die scratch and this 
or.erefore shows that #6 which is not of the glittering type has the 
same obverse die as the glittering pieces. 
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Coins #5, 6, 7, lU, IS have * ^raight dent rising to the 

right across the upper part of the I in UNITED on the obverse. This 
dent is identical on all those coins and therefore came from the 
die and not from handling the coins. The dent is not found on other 
coins. Since //5, 7, lb and 16 are glittering pieces fron the Humbert 
Associate Source it is clear that the same obverse die was used for 
the #6 and therefore it is among the "first strike" or "semi proof" 
pieces mentioned as being from the same source. 

Coins #£, 7 and 16 have a raised horizontal projection from the 
right side of the upright of N in UNITED on the reverse but no other 
pieces do. Since #6 and lb have the same obverse die as these coins, 
this shows either a different reverse die was used or there was a 
change in the condition of the reverse die. The horizontal pro¬ 
jection being raised on coins#5, 7 and 16 was a depression in the 
die and therefore coins #6 and #ib would have to be struck before 
#5, 7 and 16 if all of them were coine- from L..~ same pair of dies. 

Coins #6, 9, 13, lb, 15, 17 and have a avy reverse die 

bre-.: from the First A and S in ASSAY to L of GOLD to the second C 
of FRANCISCO and toward the 8 in the date. In some pieces the break 
a -ears on the top of the first A in ASSAY. However, coins #5, 7 
~nd 16 show slight evidence of the identical reverse die break be¬ 
cause they have a raised spur projecting angularly downward and to 
the right from the right end of the right base of the first A in 
SSAY. Therefore the reverses of coins #5, 6, 7, 9, 13, lb, 15, 

16 , 17 and 18 would logically have to be from the same die as 
identical die breaks cannot occur on different dies. This reverse 
die observation coupled with the above obverse die observations 
leads to the conclusion that all of the glittering proofs (#5, 7, 
lb and 16) were struck from the same pair of dies and that #6 
was likewise struck with those identic*.! dies. 
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Coins #5, 6, 7, lit, 15 and 16 have 170 reeds or ridges on 
their edge whereas all other coins examined have 162 reeds. This 
means that a different collar was used in striking w.~ 170 reed 
pieces than was used for the others because in 1853,as it is at 
present, the reed impression was produced by the lateral expansion 
of the planchet into the collar when the dies struck the planchet. 
The reeds on the 170 reed pieces have sharply defined ridges, and 
any two of those pieces placed oide by side interlock with and roll 
on one another just as gear teeth do. 

Coin #6 shows under magnification that the right and bottom 
portions of the field on the obverse are completely filled with a 
large number of sweeping curved lines. These lines are very close 
together and are separated by identical distances. These lines 
are not arcs formed from the same center point but are a part of a 
perfectly uniform spiral or helix with the center point of the coin 
as a center. This design is sc perfect that it had to be produced 
on a lathe and could not be cut by a skilled hand in 1853 or now. 

A powerized lathe turning circular manorial at a constant speed and 
equipped x*ith a tool mounted on an automatic cross feed can cut 
isuch a design. The tool moves vertically to the axis of rotation 
- and its automatic forward progress produces a helical tool mark in 
smoothing off the end of the material. This helical tool mark is 
not found on any other coin examined and I am unaware of such a 
marking on any other coin of any type. This marking could appear 
on a coin either from the helix being on the planchet before strik¬ 
ing or on the die. Since the identical obverse die used to strike #6 
was also used at least on #5, 7, H and 16, such a helical pattern 
should also be seen on those other coins if it were in the die. No 
such design can be seen on those other coins and thus the helical 
tool marks were on coin #6 planchet before striking. This proves 
that the planchet was not made in the ordinary manner by drawing a 


sheet of metal to proper thickness and punching out planchets as 
was t;.e normal process in 1853 and is still in use today. The 
planchet therefore was produced by a iuthe in a most abnormal 
manner. In 1853 the automatic cross cue, device as distinguished 
from the horizontal automatic _'^el was not available on lathes in 
Amer ica. 

Only coins #2, 3> li, 5> 6 and 7 were tested by X ray diffraction 
and the photographic prints have been interpreted to show that the 
planchets for coins #5 and 7 were cast rather than drawn while the 
others were not cast. The photographic results show a much greater 
dispersion of the rays passing through #5 and 7. The fact that 
planchets for #5 and 7 are not rolled and drawn and differ from #6 
which was machined addo arther to the fact that abnormal planchet 
-production occurred in these instances. 

In 1853 multipl dies . be made from a common hub and they 
would be dif cul . to distinguish un" ss there was some defect such 
as a scratch, surface imperfection or d_ break which occurred after 
the die was sunk. Any such d :'ect would appear on each coin struck 
from the die bearing the deft o unless th; defect occurred in the 
course of striking and then all coins thereafter struck from the die 
would bear the defect and those struck before would not. A die break 
mu be progressive and would only increase in size as coins were 
struck. Such d fects appear raised on the coin and are depressions 
the die surface. They cannot be cut away, removed from the die 
or filled.in. 

When dents appear on a coin this is the result of contact with 
other coins or bumps from use. Identical cents therefore cannot 
appear on several different coins. Gold coins in particular are 
soft and easily subject to denting. There are many dents found on 
USAOG coins. Yet coins #5, 6, 7, lli, 15 and 16 have a large group 
of identical dents particularly on the frame line surrounding the 
text on the reverse. Since such reverse dents cannot have arisen 
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:parately on each coin, they must therefore have been produced 
from a reverse die with a surface shape to form such dents. These 
dents must be raised portions within the depressed frame line of 
th die to produce depressions in the coins. The largest and most 
conspicuous of these dents on the frame line of the reverse of 
coins #5, 6, 7, lU, 15 and 16 begins under the' right tip of the 
-se of F in CALIFORNIA and slopes down to the right almost as 
'ar as a point below the right end of uhe top horizontal member 
of that F. This dent appears on no other coins examined. Since #5, 

7 and 16 do not have the fully developed die break through the 
letters and #6, lU and 15 do have the extended die break through 
the letters there are Humbert Associate Source coins with and 
without the die break, but all bearing the identical frame line 
dent above described. This dent was therefore in the die before the 
a:. :■ break beginning from the first' A of ASSAY had fully developed. 

As heretofore pointed out coins #9, 13, 17 and 18 have the same 
die break full/ developed but uo not e large dent tn the 

frame line. This presents a contradictory situation. It is impossible 
to have some coins with the identical reverse die break definitely 
have the large dent and some definitely not have the large dent, 
when the dent always was a raised part of the identical die from 
which all coins with the we'll developed die break would have to be 
struck. 

This same contradiction applies to the raised horizontal line 
a., the right side of N of UNITED on the reverse of coins #5, 7 
and lli. This would have to be an indentation in the die before the 
die break fully developed and cannot disappear from the coins struck 
. .'ter the die break became further extended as it does on coins 
6, 15 and 16 . 

How, in one reverse die could a raised portion producing the 
rame line dent and a depressed portion producing the raised hori- 
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zontil line on the N of UNITED both appear on the coins for a 
while and then disappear. It could not. 

The rice shaped lump under the T of UNITED also adds to this 
conclusion. If the lump was not a depression in the die when the 
die break at the first A in ASSAY first appeared how could it appear 
after that die break was extended and appear in exactly the same 
shape, size, and position as it is found on coins like the 88U THOUS 
and many 900 THOUS pieces which show no die break whatsoever from 
the fir. A of ASSAY. It could not. 

The foregoing is conclusive evidence that the coins from the 
Humbert Associate Source were not struck from original dies made 
to strike the 1853 USAOG coinage. If the dies were not original 
1853 dies they must be false dies. If they are false dies and some 
contained a die break identical to the ie break found on many 
pedigreed coins such as #9 and 13 and on coins illustr; :in many 
old sale catalogues, then the false dies must have been produced 
a coin with a fully developed die brer.’c on he reverse. 

Lead pieces #20 through 25 come from the Hu rt Associate 
Source. Only #20 has an obverse and reverse similar «o the other 
pieces from the same source, but the fineness number has been 
scraped out of the obverse. Coins #21, 22 and 23 have the same re- 
yerse but a completely different obverse bearing the legend 
A HUMBERT U. S. ASSAYER. Coins #2U and #25 have the same obverse as 
the gold pieces except that the figure 50 is in place of the denomin- 
-on TWENTY. The obverse of coins #20, 2k and 25 has the identical 
agonal dent in the I of UNITED as do all Humbert Associate Source 
coins. Coins #21, 22, 23 and 2U have a reverse similar to the normal 
reverse of the coins under consideration. These lead reverses all 
have the lump under the T of UNITED. They all have the identical 
dent in the frame line under the F of CALIFORNIA just as the other 
Humbert Associate Source coins do. They all have a die break through 
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the letters just as #6, lib and 15 of the sane source do. This 
therefore is a strange set of trial pieces since the reverse die had 
already been used for production and the die had been extensively 
cracked before the lead trials were made. Comparing this to another 
lead trial of a $20 USAOG reverse which has been in a museum for 
about fifty years it is noted that the latter does not have the 
diagonal dent on the I in UNITED on the obverse nor the dent in 
the frame line nor the die break at the first A of ASSAY as found 
on the Humbert Associate Source lead trials. Thus the lead pieces 
also fit in with the conclusion that false dies were used for the 
Humbert Associate Source examples. 

The question arises as to how such devilment can be accomplished. 
A highly skilled artisan using sophisticated technical equipment 
can produce a steel or hard metal die or hub from a coin. First a 
wax, latex or plastic mold can be made from each side of the coin. 

The mold can then be dipped in a ceramic slurry, withdrawn for dry¬ 
ing, and redipped until a ceramic deposit has been built up to ade¬ 
quate thickness. It can then be burned in a furnace and the wax, 
lato dr plasuic mold volatilizes leaving a hard ceramic positive 
identical to one side of the coin. Molten steel or other hard metal 
can then be centri,fically cast into the ceramic positive producing 
a durable die. There are many possible variations in this technique 
as is fundamentally nothing more than precision casting of a 
die from a small object, a process which in the -last ten years has 
been greatly improved. Such casting could not be done well until 
modern times because electrotyping, sand casting and dental stone 
casting ? even with centrifugal procedures^were not perfect enough or 
strong enough to jpermit the creation of a superbly accurate hard 
metal die. The shrinkage of metal in the casting produces a slight 
size differential which is unnoticeable unless measured by precision 
instrumentation. If the edge of the coin is reeded a separate collar 
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die must also be 


/roduced end an automatic gear hobbing or broach¬ 
ing machine can readily cut a shape needed to form it. After the 
dies are hardened coins can then be struck using the two dies and 
a collar in a press. The product can be struck in any desired 
metal, in any desired thickness and in various obverse and reverse 
die combinations. Reproductions as well as fantasies can be readily 
coined. To make glittering coins from these dies the field can be 
polished easily because the design is recessed in the die and then 
polished or unpolished planchets may be used depending on the sheen 
required. Single or double striking and adjustments in pressure will 
also vary the coinage. 

If alterations in the date, letters, etc. are sought a hardened 
die can be pressed into soft steel to produce a steel hub. In this 
hub the lettering, die breaks and dents project and therefore can 
be smoothed off with a tiny mechanical polisher or in a jeweler's 
lathe so that a flat field can result where a raised portion once 
was. The hub can t .on be hardened, transferred i.. its changed form 
to a soft steel die. The new die can then be hardened and used in 
its then state or the die before hardening may have different letters 
or a different denomination punched into it so that it can create 
unknown coins. 

All of the foregoing requires specialized skill and tedious 
work. Let us apply these procedures to the production of the dies 
used in the $20 USAOG pieces from the Humbert Associate Source. 

The extensive reverse die break and the lump under T in UNITED 
which were on the original genuine $20 coin used to make the mold 
for the false dies and appeared on the first of the reproductions. 
Then a steel hub was made from the reverse die and the die break 
and lump polished off to a great extent, except for the trace of 
the die break next to the first A in ASSAY. The obverse and reverse 
dents on the original coin were transferred to the false dies and 
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were not noticed but were too difficult to remove even if they 
had been. Then reproductions were struck using the second false 
reverse die. 

As to the 50 D appearing on the lead pieces a steel obverse 
hub was made from the steel obverse die and TWENTY (raised off the 
field in this state) was polished off * a new die made by transfer • 
and the figure £0 punched into the new die to change the denomin¬ 
ation. The D for DOLLARS was left high and dry in,the same position 
it was when the die was a false $20 die. Then the lead impressions, 
# 2 I 4 . and 2$ were struck with this variant, a crude fantasy reverse 
die being cut for §25 reading MOFFAT & CO. 

The maker of the reproductions apparently had trouble. He 
seemed not to have metal drawing equipment available and determined 
to make his planchets by other means.Ke seems to have tried casting 
the planchets one at a time and to have tried cutting the planchets 
on a modern lathe with an automatic cross cut mechanism. He might 
have polished the planchets on a lathe one at a time when he wanted 
full glitter. In the course of minting the reproductions the maker 
accidentally scratched his obverse die slightly under the last A 
of AMERICA and nicked the reverse die slightly next to the N in 
UNITED leaving these tell-tale marks. Because the coins with a 
fully developed die break came first (#6, lU and 1 $) and those with¬ 
out most of that die break (#5, 7 and 16 ) followed, the reversed 
order of the appearance of the horizontal scratch on the N in 
UNITED on the reverse is clarified. 

But in spite of all the care and precision of the maker he 

must have failed to count the reeds on the collar of the original 
a 

coin and cut a collar in/broaching machine with 170 instead of 162 
reeds in it. Beginning now it appears that a reed counting practice 
must be undertaken as the surest method to diagnose a $20 USAOG 
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reproduction. The dent under the F of CALIFORNIA and the remam- 
ir._v die break evidence on the productions might be artificially 
obscured as can the raised defect under the last A of AMERICA. 

The number of reeds cannot be changed. However, new strikings can 
be prepared by using the false dies with a remade collar if they 
still exist. Now that the reproductions are identified there are 
many other means of distinguishing them from originals,but compari¬ 
sons with genuine pieces or highly enlarged photographs are not 
practical for most numismatists. The quantity of Humbert Associate 
Source coins is not known and caution is required for the future. 

For the reasons set out above we conclude that the Garland 
coin, being £'*>, and being from the Humbert Associate Source is 
not genuine and is made with false dies and hubs cast from a genuine 
coin and modified slightly before use in mintage. 

Somewhere there is a beautiful genuine $20 U,S.Assay piece 
900 fine which has the obverse dents and the reverse dento identi¬ 
cal to those found on the coins from the Humbert Associate Source. 

as the extended die break on the reverse. It has the lump 
under the T of UNITED. It is the piece from which the molds and 
dies were made to strike the Humbert Associate Source coins* 

The Humbert Associate Source has not been alone in the manu¬ 
facture of reproductions and fantasies as such activities have been 
and are now going on. Dangerous modern forgeries and fantasies will 
undermine numismatic enthusiasm and collapse numismatic values of 
-carce and rare pieces if a thorough investigation into the situ¬ 
ation is not undertaken and a solution found. The current laws 
and the enforcement of law are not adequate to cope with the menace, 
as the public's primary interest in this field is and should be 
in the suppression of the counterfeiting of circulating money* 

Every lawful pressure should be used by numismatists and their 
organizations to require that all coins, dies, hubs, punches, bars. 
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trials, molds and stampings emanating from the Humbert Associate 
Source be turned in to the A.N.A., the A.N.S., or other permanent 
impartial organizations for permanent mutilation after settlement 
by sellers of any proper refunds to purchasers. It would be in¬ 
jurious to numismatics to have such reproductions available for 
redistribution or the tools available for other reproductions to 
be made. Quantities of high quality reproductions of Byzantine,Roman, 
Spanish Colonial and United States gold and other coins of recent 
origin must be drastically dealt with as well. Numismatics i s at 
the crossroads, and the tragedy which can result if the manufacture, 
distribution and retention of superb reproductions and fantasies 
are not crushed is awesome. 

The cooperation of James 0. Sloss, George J. Fuld, Abe Kosoff 
and John Pittman as members of the study group was essential to 
make this study possible. In addition special thanks are due to 
L. Harold Spradley, Director of Lunar Photography for the United 
States Air Force and George J. Fuld for superb photographic 
accomplishments. 
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' RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


January It, 1967 


* 


Mr. Lester M e rkin 
5l5 Madison Ave. 

New York, New York 

Dear Lesters 

Vie are running into some difficulty with the USA0C- double eagle 
situation* 

John Ford states that he win not be in Los Angeles for the hearing. 

He desires more time to present his case. Also he wants to photograph 
the Abe Kosoff specimen personally. I had suggested that Abe send 
him an enlargement, however, John says that isn't sufficient. Also 
John wants to personally examine three (3) specimens that are at 
present being retained by Eric P. Newman. I again suggested that 
Eric send John the same type photographs that we have. John doesn't 
want pictures but wants to have the coins for inspection. I know 
that Eric isn't of the opinion the pieces should leave his possession. 

Our present problems are: 

1. Shall we extend the time limit for John 

to present his case until the ANA convention 
next August in Florida? 

2. Shall I inform Eric P. Newman to send the 
three pieces in question to John for his 
inspection with the understanding that they 
are to be returned? 

3. Shall I inform Abe K OS off that it is best 

to have John photograph his specimen when it 
is convenient for them both? This could be 
done at the Statler in February or in the 
East sometime in April. 


So that this case will not stand, as it is now, in what can be termed 
an impass,-Let us go ahead and give John what he wants as he has now 
committed-himself to cooperate fully and give us an answer by at least 
the-'ANA convention. Byjpi^reeing to his demand he forced himself 
touring this matter to a close. L e t me hear from you, I remain. 



Cordially, 
Ronnie Carr 


o-Uidas ‘rjoucli 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


cc: Mr. Herbert M. B e rgen 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Telephone 686-2924 
Area Code 209 


January )j, 1?67 


Dear I'.t'l e t 

f'.ncT >-• • 1 ihe three (3) places? r*nt to me by John J. Fori, J r . 

t am quoting a portion of his letter to me of the 1?th. ofl Dec. 

In r<'('oto the onlns In quest ion# I have underlined the mo.'.f 
interesting remarks. 

1. inn f.chultz ? Fo. Half Falge, over-struck on 1 HJ|7 M e xico 
H Healon, Durango Hint. Candwich electro, weight IiHO. 7 
grains. f'-vk’ from Hm- unique original, Moy 1, I ’ f'T - Hoy 
7, l^h', hy a No:: To ri' jeweler upon roqu<- rf of • -nil Fin,! 1 in, 
ThTTTTer-,. can he readily detected by a cur'-ory omni n 1 i?ui 
of ihe < Jre, the two sliver shell s being cl • oily visible. 

2. 1 fVol Half Dollar, simulated "original” T the i ;;a 1 • m> 

t Iwich electro, wight 17?.f grains. Made by a 1 
Jeweler, °cl.obr-r, 1 'y/b upon request of 1 a u l. Ti -anl 1 i i; . 

This piece is better made and more carefully f’ni I >• I ll-an 
the above. The two joints on the edge where the s.ilv< r 
shells meet the ground down hal r dollar have l>een carefully 
fiied and silver pish I repeatedly in an effort fo remcr 1 
the tv,-o . lge seams, ^he reverse has been par* ball., toe’ • d 
in an of fort to remove the obvious signs of /Ho rust. I’ is 
ran be easily detected by its weight which 1 
17 grains lighter than the known originals. In add ltd on, 
careful examination o r the reverse with a glass dirrlaprs 
rust on the rag and onj'Mior areas. (which was not mnnv< d) 

A regular eleci• , f ir>m my referencebollectton of false < mis, 
of the CDA haliff dollar restrikes is 'also enclosed for compart *■ >n. 


End quole 


ft s< '’ins to me that ^rom the above it. quite obvious that 'an! ,7 rankl1n 
•mmL at. the tim^^o^o.f/ the original Dchultz F Co. aver-struck on 
3 Healer, niece. At, the Chicago hearing T was of H e impression that 
Haul Franklin hbrilf made the alxave two pieces. Now it seems this 
is not so, at least according t° John T . Ford, Jr. 



Tjho oMivfar: TXouoii 


A N A No 4<S93? 


C.S.N A No 1050 


P.S. 


Under seperate cover I am mailing to you the three (l) 
pieces sent, to me by John Ford, • r. (Electro specimen;;) 
Flease return as soon as possible. I desire to lave them 
inspected by Lester Merkin and he -b< rt Hcrgen. 


R. 


/iivn? 


rjlw cjWiflflf) Tlnuol i 


( SNA No 1050 












ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


January 10, 196? 


w r* Fannie Cawr 
?• *^ox 1113 
Tuloro, California 

hoar - lot 

ocotpt i* ockaotflodod of your UHer of January k# 

1«*7 onolo#lag ford** too falsa Confadorotoo and eno falsa 
ooholts e<nmt*r«to»p* T u also odwiood »o that you «iah*d 
i.a 9 tor erst in and 'vrbort or-on to osa&lno thosa tfcroa fo*©a, 
•Too. ‘iitioo £ : loo to ova i.aotar >r*in et tna A* • •* mating, 
in o-.. ; •*»*, or. January ll», 1*6?, ' vi; i tarn ov«r thaao tUroo 
to fcia for study, along with 0 photocopy of your lector* 

:n yo«r lottor y >u a to tod thot It saowod ofeviou# that 
faol franSO! in, at tho tiro of tbo making of tho foloo r.shults 
•out* taro tom pad pioco, ownod to cr,« al ganolna t>ao* 1 bol lovo 
t»>at *bo Kosoff t-ottftad »t tho isa-o hear x that ho ownad 
t*o art|tall| that John J* v’ard, Jr*, borrovod It, and that to 
soaoff*# front oirprlia ft a rt vMla lator, ord ahoood Cosoff 
tho roproduct 4on r,w roturn in?* th# original* far* a to >.',><? at 
v 10 thr o 1 *♦ ■ 1 v* * .0 1 ho tad f>ro<*d tua coin -.-var to t: r* -witn, 
oho *>oda tho 00 y* ia i roasii it, Franklin tootifiod that ho 
had o eo~wor«<ar »t Polarnd filootronieo, do tho maohleiaf of 
tho control parti n of tho two la»i«*t*jd or aandwlob olootroo 
but doellnod to nono thot onflay# w^on I oobod for 00 idonti- 
float; a. f bo Aoooff can clarify t j at ha vnova* 

*0 John J* ord said in .0 i«ttor of uatoabo* 12, 1*66, 
tho rovoroo faco of tho -..‘.Comoro * alf Jailor aandwleh oleotro 
hao boon altorod by tooling* fhia tcol: •; : con bo not lend by 
comparing tho r-.-voraa **f tho rsadtriah oloetro to in# roworsa 
of tho root:no rl^otro* ft la partite Uriy ovidout b* waon 
tho front and tho boob of tho lo*or odg« of tho cap whom root 
e ota hove bran gr «ad away nn ;v>a sandwich alootro and on tho 
tv. bor Jar scallops o lie tb* ». oct *»rt*ooa ? J fis A« •• tCA 
whara tho runted aroa has boon ground away ©a Ujo sandwich 
aloatro. fhaoo alnuta altorati n« ohow what oblllwd polishing 
can ba dona* 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


2 


4&®mr? 1C, 19$ f 


Mr* r.atmi* $«*** 


f%# tw» **n4*i*n *t«ei?os #r* wr; fal#* r i*et« 

th*jr boife h*v* ::;*n «•!.»# ooA»s a© Ihtlr e*ntr#i ?«al*f»tiva 
•**4 bat# ii*;l th*is» f»e*« mmhir:®4 off th*b bfc*lr *«lg* raadlag 
or cilltosjp eta #p?**r aiMHUkl *rt«r &«w *&#«tr#tyfs« f*«&* art 
f ***4 fta* 

^SMHik ye«, 9 * 1*9 *a«fe# f®r *H* #p|MMri«M»tbf ©f 
in*#* pic**## 



' -V, JiOjNAS H 'Ji ■ a -.*? a 

z.-imm -i soesm 


• • - .. 

. - * - ■*■:# 


eo« 

. • 

Mr. h*rb*v% &**fm 


3MI 

*tb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 




Mr. Ronnie Carr 

P.O.Box 1113 

Tulare, Califoruia93274 

Dear Ronnie: 

irl The time limit as I understood for John to present his case,would be at 
the A.N.A. in Florida. 

#2 I believe tuat the three pieces>in question should be made availabe to Ford 
only if Eric could bring them to ew York or if Ford would go to St. Louis. 

#3 I believe tnat Abe Kosoff can possibly make some arrangement with Jo t ie 
next time Abe comes to New York. 

Looking forward to seel g yoi Los Angeles on February 8th. 


Regards 



RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


January 11, 1967 


Pr. Eric P. Newman 
61*50 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis 5, issouri 

Bear Eric* 


You mentioned during our last telephone conversation that you 
were thinking of sending me the three (3) 0SA0G double eagles 
tfcftl arc ~n boar: to you from the Begin Bret] 


Since pressure is being placed on you for these nieces, I wo Id 
Tike to suggest that you send them to our panel for study* As 
you have already made a complete examination of them, and your 
findings made available in your report, perhaps the Kapins feel 
that you no longer have any valid reason to retain them, however, 
our Panel would now like to study them* 



At your earTiesJk^€onvenl cnce I would appreciate having you mail 
the thhee. coin's in question for our Panel group to examine, I remain. 

Cordially, 


.e Carr, Chr. PNC Panel for the GARLAND-IiYAN matter 


cc* Mr* Lester Eerkin 
hr. I- prbert . 

Mr. Leo A. Young 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


elk uAAictas 3bucfi 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 

Chartered by CongreM 


January 1 Il # 1967 


Hr* on ie iarr 
Post Office Box 1113 
Pulare, California 

Dear lonnie; 

This \jill acknowledge receipt of carbon cony of your letter 
dated January L|.th to Lester Markin in which you present tho 
problems facing the arbitration panel in the case of Garland 
vs yan relative to extending the time of completing the 
oari t of evidence. 

After reviewing my notes of the first hearing at Chicago 
and all the cories of correspondence from you to the several 
pa ties involved, as well as copies of cor ‘esoondence to you 
from these parties I am compelled to say that thore has already 

. 

la unfair to Mr* Garland who stands as an Innocent purchaser 

It is my considered opinion that the panel should exort pressure 
to complete the hearing without further long delay in order that 
ndered. rherefora I sug est that a meeting 
of the nanel be held in Los Angeles at the 'ASC convention as 
la o' 1 . Ml parties involved in t e case shoul ~ 
to appear at this meeting to present any now evidence or re¬ 
buttal of evide ce previously submit od. -11 coins t :.t are in 

cuestion in this case should bo brought to this meeting for the 

* 

At that time the panel can decide if any postponement of the 
hearing avo justified* 


CCj Lester Herkin 


incerely, 

. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


January 16, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P. .Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Deer Ronnie t Ret Garland vs, Ryen 

In accordance with your letter of January 11, 
1967, I have asked for written permission of Arthur Kagin 
to send to you the three $20 USAOG pieces belonging to 
the Kagins. A telephone call indicated that permission 
would be promptly forthcoming. 

Please do not feel that any pressure is being 
applied against us with respect to these pieces as the 
Kagins, when I advised them these coins were being re¬ 
tained for the arbitration, never made any further request 
to withdraw them. 

The two Confederate and one Schultz electro 
which you sent me were turned over to Lester Merkin on 
January lU, 1967, in New York. 

Kindest regards. 


Mr. Lester Merkin / 
Mr. Herbert M. Berfeen 
Mr. Leo A. Young 


Sincerely yours, 



ERIC P.NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPM/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


January 16, 1967 


Mr. 'rthur Kagin 
Hollinbeck-Kagin Co. 

LOO Royal Union Bldg., 

Das Moines, Iowa 50309 

Dear Arthur* 

I have received a letter dated January 11, 1967* 
written by Ronnie Carr as Chairman of the PNG Panel for the 
Oarland-Ryan matter, with copies to the two other arbitrators 
and to Leo Toung. This letter suggested that the panel be 
forwarded the three $20 USAOQ pieces which ve had borrowed 
from you,ao that the panel could examine and study them. The 
indication in the latter is that since you are a member of 
the PNG, your cooperation in this regard ia expected. 


We certainly would like to cooperate with the 


arbitration panel, as we have in the past, and, therefore, 
will send the coins to them by Registered Mail. Would you 
be nice enough to give us your written permission so that 
this could be done. I telephoned you today ao that you could 
turn it over in your mind prior to receiving this letter. 

Again, may I thank you for your cooperation 
in sending us these pieces when we requested them, and the 
panel will be requested to send the pieces directly back 
to you when they have served the purposes of the panel. 


Kindest regards 



me P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


CC* 

Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Mr. Lester Herkin ^ 
Mr, Herbert M, Bergen 
Mr. Leo A. Young 


EPN/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


RONNIE CARR 


Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 



Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


January 2lt, 196? 


Mr. Lester Merkin 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 

Dear Lester: 

As you know John J. Ford, Jr. mailed to me the three (3) electro 
coins for our examination. I forwarded them to Eric P. Newman for 
his group to study and Eric informed me that he gave them to you 
while he was in New York. Please check them over and bring them 
with you next month at the Statler. At that time Herbert Bergen 
can see them so he can familiarize himself with the pieces. 

I have much information on the Garland-Ryan matter and will discuss 
it with you and Herb in Los Angeles. It is a must that we three 
get-to-gether one evening for a good chat. 

As it now appears there will not be a formal hearing as John F 0 rd, Jr. 
will not Tbe in Los Angeles. Perhaps within the next week this might 
change, however, I doubt it. I am working on it most seriously and 
perhaps might be in a position to pull a rabbit out of my hat. In 
any event, unless matters change, we still will go ahead with some 
private interviewing until the formal hearing in August in Miami. 

Of course, the ANA affair in Miami will bring this matter to a head. 

It will be there that we shall receive all the testimony from John 
Ford, Jr. This I want to discuss in great length with you both as 
we have some subjects of dire importance to consider, -4iere is so 
much more involved in this case than just a situation between Garland 
and %an on one particular coin. Before this is all over it could 
well mean the financial ruin of several people, the reputations of 
numerous top dealers tinted and numismatics in general given a serious 
blow. 


KINDLY KEEP THE CONTENTS OF THIS LETTER CONFIDENTIAL, I remain. 
Cordially, ^ 



Ronnie C a rr 
cc: Mr. Herbert 


0 9fk (Jjidas lToucIi 

M. B e pgen 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 





RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


January 2U, 1967 


Mr. Lester Merkin 
£15> Madison Ave. 

New York, New York 

Dear Lester: 


I have on this day written to John J. Ford, Jr. informing him that 
unoffAAially there will not be a formal hearing at the Statler in 
Los Angeles this coming February. Also I wrote him saying, again 
unofficially, that he would have until the ANA convention in Miami 
next August to present his testimony in defence of the USAOG matter. 

Since Abe K 0 soff has offered to let him examine the "Proof” Zabriskie 
specimen in February at the Statler, I suggested that if I could have 
the K c soff piece and the three (3) Kagin specimens that John wants 
to examine, all at the February Statler convention, if he would attend. 

I suggested it would be more convenient for us all if he would do so. 

3r t pogsib le, as you probably know by now, t Mt I have made a request 
of the feric P. Newman Study Group to have the three Kagin coins sent 
directly to £ ^ jz/fAl 70 7V&-4* 7s X 

Certainl^'awr we are in a better position to se e that John will not have 
any excuses to avoid presenting his case in August and bring this matter 
to a conclusion. 


The contents of this letter are known to no one with the exception of 
Herbert Bergen and John J. Ford, Jr. PLEASE make no mention of th* 
contents of this letter to even John *’ord, Jr. as 1 infoimed him my 
letter to him was in confidence. Although this letter is no carbon copy 
of the one to him I donot want him to~1mow that we have even discussed 
the matter. 



Ronnie Carr, Chr. PNG Panel for the Garland-Ryan matter 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


rjk' t_A/Mas ijoucit 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5, Missouri 


January 31, 1967 


Mr,Ronnie Carr 
P.O.Box 1113 
Tulare, California 


dot tlarland vs. Ujan 


Dear Ronnie: 


With respect to the gold bar which is owned by 


Leo Young, you were nice enough to send us a picture and we 
wrote you that it would be helpful to know certain detail 
respecting it. You undertook to suggest to Young in your 
January 17, 1967 letter to send it to us to study and you 
advised that in his January 2k, 1967 letter to you he de- 
dined unless it was n a must". 


He may be in a situation where he feels that as 


President of PNG his volunteering might be misinterpreted and 
he needs a "must". 

In view of the bar’s possible relevance to the hearing, 
because of having the same panel style as the $20 pieces, etc., 
we believe it is up to the arbitrators whether or not to re¬ 
quire the piece to be submitted in evidence. Such a require¬ 
ment would be the ’’must". Then the arbitrators or either 
party could have the piece studied by whomsoever they wished. 


We have not yet received the Kegine written consent, 


which we requested, to send you their coins which we borrowed. 
Perhaps they prefer "a must" rather than a request to volunteer. 


Sincerely, 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


CCi 

Mr. Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Lester Merkin 

EPN 

stb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



RONNIE CARR 




Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


February 1, 196? 


’ r. Leo A* Young 
3?hU (Vtnd Avenue 
Oakland 10 $ California 

Sear L«o* 

nny tVankn for yours of the 2)< th. of « anuary. 

n nder the c< r'cunstarcee 1 wo Id appreciate It if voi r^ul-» forward 

* * • . 

, 

'lease msdl the piece In oueetion at your earliest, convenience, X 
rerain*^ 



- 


iiy. 


cc: vr. rlc P, Newron 

r. 

- 


rjfk uMidas rjoudi 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 



■professional Numismatists d>nilft, 3h\t. 

THIS CORRESPONDENCE FROM 


the office of. 


President 


LEO A. YOUNG • 3244 Grand Avenue • Oakland, California 94610 


PRESIDENT 


LEO A. YOUNG 
3244 Grand Ave. 
Oakland, Cal. 94610 


February 6th, 1 967 


VICE PRESIDENT 

EARL SCHILL 
1434 Farmer St. 
Detroit, Mich. 48226 

TREASURER 


Ronnie Carr 
P.0. Box i113 
Tulare, California 


Dear Ronnie: 


CHARLES M. WORMSER 
I W. 47th St. 

New York, N. Y. IC036 


SECRETARY 


I will send my U.S. Assay Office of Gold Ingot to Mr. Eric P. 
Newman for his study as you request. 

I am hoping that the piece will not be tied up until after 
your investigation Is finalized. I see no need for this unless 
you state as such is the need. 


DAVID J. SHAPIRO 
31 N. Clark St. 
Chicago, III. 60602 

DIRECTORS 

DANIEL H. BROWN 
1532 Broadway 
Denver, Colo. 80202 


The piece will be in the mail to him either this date, the 
6th, or tomorrow, the 7th of February. 

Sincerely, 

PROFESSIONAL NUMISMATISTS GUILD, INC. 

BY: 

LEO A. YOUNG-flRESIDENT 


JERRY COHEN 

228 North Beverly Drive 

Beverly Hills, Calif. 91604 


DANIEL MESSER 
104 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

MAX M. SCHWARTZ 
28 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 


LAY-jc 

cc: Eric P. Newman 
Lester Merkfn 
Herbert Bergen 








9 J^f£SSIO*t\ 

}Y?' f ^vAvjud * 

frnfessinnal ^Numismatists (Suili>, ilttr. 

THIS CORRESPONDENCE FROM 

the office of Presid '"' 

LEO A. YOUNG • 3244 Grand Avenue • Oakland, California 94610 

PRESIDENT 


LEO A. YOUNG 

3244 Grand Ave. 

Oakland, Cal. 94610 

February 6th, 1967 

VICE PRESIDENT 


EARL SCHILL 

1434 Farmer St. 

Detroit, Mich. 48226 

Eric P. Newman 

6450 Ceci1 Avenue 

St. Louis 5, Missouri 

TREASURER 

Deer Mr. Newman: 

CHARLES M. WORMSER 

1 W. 47th St. 

New York, N. Y. IC036 

At the request of Mr. Ronnie Carr, 1 am sending you herewith, 
my U.S. A s say Office of Gold Ingot for your study. 

SECRETARY 

1 hope that you will be able to return It to me in the very 
near future. 

DAVID J. SHAPIRO 

31 N. Clark St. 

Chicago, III. 60602 

By the way Mr. Newman, this is the piece for which 1 did 
receive a license from the U.S. Office of Domestic Gold, 
last Fall. 1 did purchase this piece over a year ago from 

John Ford for the sum of $2,500.00. 

DIRECTORS 


DANIEL H. BROWN 

1532 Broadway 

Denver, Colo. 80202 

Sincerely, 

PROFESSIONAL NUMISMATISTS GUILD, INC. 

BY: 

JERRY COHEN 

228 North Beverly Drive 
Beverly Hills, CaliF. 91604 

LEO A. YOUNG - PRESIDENT 

LAY-jc 

DANIEL MESSER 

104 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

cc: Ronnie Carr 

Lester Merkin - 

Herbert Bergen 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


MAX M. SCHWARTZ 

28 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 







RONNIE CARR 





Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 


Area Code 209 


February 12, 1967 


Messri Arthur & Paul Kagin 
Hollinbeck Coin Company- 
Suite U00-U12, Royal Union Bldg. 

Des Moines, Iowa 

Dear Gentlemens 

At the present time Mr. Eric P. Newman is in possession of three ( 3 ) 
USAOG $20.00 pieces that are owned by your finu. Mr. Newman has given 
these coins in question much study for his study group. 

During the last meeting of our panel it was felt that we should make 
our own examination of these three pieces. It is exceedingly important 
that we familiarize ourselves with these coins as well as others so 
that we can come to some intelligent conclusions. 

At your very earliest convenience, please send in writing to Mr. Newman 
a release from him on your three coins so that he can forward them to 
me. After we have studied them they shall be returned to you. 

ers of the PNG I am sure you desire to cooperate 
.s leading professional Numismatists I know that 
it in the betterment of Numismatics. This panel 
ig from you, I remain. 



Rohnie Carr, Chr. PNG PANEL FOR THE GARLAND-ETAN MATTER 

ccs Mr. Leo A. Young 
^ Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Mr. Lester Merkin 
Mr. Herbert M. Bergen 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


c 3Ttie (jUtcfag ^Toucli 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


10036 


February 15, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P. 0. Box 1113 
Tulare, Calif. 9327 1 * 

Dear Ronnie: 

By now, you of course realize that I was not *ble to answer your 
lptt*r relative tr your trying to obtain the thr°e Fpgin coins and the 
Kosoff held piece, for me to see at the recent Southern California show. 

I met with Harvey Stack, in connection with his visit to California, 
and his conversations' with you and the other two members of the panel. I 
spent four hours talking to Harvey, and he suggested that I write to you. 

Harvey apprized me of the various points that were brought up at the 
Southern California show. We discussed them carefully, and in reference 
to several of them I showed Harvey some of the results of ray investigation 
instituted last SeDtember. Harvey was quite impressed with what he saw, 
and suggested that I inform you and the panel members (a) that I was doing 
something, and (b) that what I had done looked pretty good. 

We discussed the possibility of my inviting you to visit my home, 
when next in New York, which I understand will probably be this coming 
April. It will be very nice, if Herbert Bergen could join you, as I be¬ 
lieve that Lester Merkin can, since he lives close by. X would like very 
much to show you gentlemen a complete photographic record of all of the 
UBAOG Uteri*] un- rthed through the efforts of an 1 Franklin, together 
•s concerning ovRpy IJ^AQG still ^ore records re¬ 

ferring to other Western material, hitherto unpublished, unearthed through 
the efforts of Paul Franklin and others, I feel it is only by familiarity 
with all this m^pria! that you can obtain the proper perspective to 
correctly your current investigation. 

I hope to be able to have definitive information to present to the 
panel in Miami, and even if all the information that I feel I need is 
not available by this time, I shall certainly present what I have. 

My Investigation has proceeded quite well, but I have run up against 
a couple of stone walls. I have discussed these in depth with Harvey, 
and ho is going to try and help me overcome them. One of these problems 
Involves the three Kagin coins that Frie Newman has held for at least a 
year, plus my re-examination of the Garland and Sloss pieces. In connection 
with these five items, I should clarify my interest in them. When I 
initially handled at least three of them, I photographed them actual size. 

I am now endeavoring to make a complete set of special enlargements of all 


the pertinent controversial specimens, such photographs to be similar 
to those sent you of the three pieces that I own. These photographs 
must be uniform in both size and quality so that I can establish the 
die progression that forms such an important part of fir. Newman's 
allegations. However, please do not consider this letter as a request 
for these coins as yet, as Harvey and I must see if we can ascertain 
some way to get the- which would be considered uroper and agreeable to 
all. 


I am writing this letter, to keep you gentlemen apprized of this 
situation at thii ; end, and to let you knew that I a 1 making ev^ry 
effort possible to move forward, as I would like as much as any one, 
to see this entire situation resolved once and for all. 

Very truly yours, 


JJF:dn John J. Ford, Jr. 

cc - Herbert M. Bergen 
Lester Merkin ^ 

Harvey Stack 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


February 16, 1967 


Mr. Bonnie Jarr, Chairman 
PNG p anel 
P.O.Box 1113 
Tulare, California 


Re: Qeriand ve. Ryan 


Deer Ronnie: 


.. In accordance with your request doted February 12 
1967 asking for the identification of the owners of the 
U.S.A.n.o. coins mentioned in my testimony, our files 
show the following: 


No. 1 
2 
3 
h 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


let us 


James Sloes No. 

James Sloss 

James Sloss 

James Sloss 

Paul Garland 

Herbert Tobias 

James Sloss 

Norweb collection 

Ncrweb collection 

Johns Hopkins Jniv. 

Johns Hopkins Univ. 
Farouk-Kosoff 
Eric P. Newman 


If there is any further 
know. 


111 

Harry Forman 

1$ 

? 

16 

Kagin Brothers 

17 

Kagin Brothers 

18 

Kagin Brothers 

19 

Eric P.Newman 

20 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

21 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

22 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

23 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

2h 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

25 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

detail you wish, please 



/ •' 1 

EDUCATION SOCIETY 


KPN 

atb 

CC: Mr. Herbert Bergen 

Mr. Lester Merkin —— 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



RONNIE CARR 
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A.N.A. No. 46932 


c xJh\e cjlidas < 0 Toacl> 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 



RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


February 19, 1967 


Mr. Lester Merkin 
$V~> Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 

Dear Lesters 

I received a letter from Kerb Bergen yesterday informing me that 
at the recent meeting of the ANA in Denver, Colorado, they pledged 
$25>0.00 for our panel to use irp^fce investigation. That amount along 
with the SlOO.OO^^ Leo Young should take care of all tests. 



rjk 1 , LyUidas TJoueii 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 


Chartered by Congress 


HERBERT M. BERGEN - 2nd Vice-President 
604 N. Harbor Blvd. 
FULLERTON, CALIFORNIA 


February 21, 19$7 


Mr. Lester Merkin, 

515 Madison Avenue, 

New York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Lester: 

After I returned from Colorado Springs and the ANA Board 
meeting I looked up my l81±2-o dimes and determined that 
your specimen was the large 0 variety. It is a better 
coin than the one I have, so will keep it. I am not sure 
that I know the price you had on the coin, so will ask you 
to send me a bill which I will pay promptly. 

You will be interested to know that I obtained a grant of 
$25>0 from the ANA Board to be used in making the carbon test 
and activated ion test on the 1853 US Assay pieces. I will 
try to find out later this week if I can have both of these 
tests made here at Caltech. Will keep both you and Ronnie 
informed about these tests. 







lr. Herbert M. Bergen 

Dear Herb: 

I am el ited to jar t .at a AhA boaru has gra te< s ,**50. ( to be 

;aed 4. the tests. Alt', o t . Leo so c aro-is 1 offered vs a $100.( 

. 

With, regard to the 1842 0 dime please find the bill enclosed as per vo r 

request. 


.agards. 




RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California ' 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 
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e^ent# ~-e can alwqra hrhv v.£s& utxto-dnto later w: th ttatt v fe - aoo. 

I will stay at f e aldnrf- «fc©rl* a -: tend you say trrlra.’ tis* at a 



r. "crtort r .r<~on 


V.N.A. No. 46932 


< cT(ie uAAidas 'cloucli 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 
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A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 

Chartered by Congress 


arch 12, 1967 


- r* onnie Carr, 

. . ox 1113, 

ulavo, California 

Dear Uonniet 

This is to bring you up to date on my efforts to not carbon 
tests and activate ion tests of coins our arbitration panel 
is concerned with* 

I find that no commercial laboratory is ’.rillin ' or able to make 
I have had no encouragement fron Caltech or CLA. 

basis, 

this I have not found the proper entree or person who can help 
me r et t is started. 

I am no*.: -.’alii . bad-: on my friend *Jho told o ha coul •once 
for those tests at Texas A 8s M college Where Stable Oil end ShsU 

. 

promised to let me mow as soon as he can raa’ro the arran o. ie ts 
for me, To, ■-’hen I get the word to go there, 7 will have to have 

I , 

t 

one of which must be a genuine 1 £3 ;V ssay piece. ’our coins is 
the limit that can be used to m:e t e covmarison. lease advise 
lellvc od for f is test. 

I should pass on some information regarding the value of these tests 
' -as com© ay way. The science experts toll no that the period 
of about 160 year3 is the shortest period in which carbon tests are 
reliable or useful, -o we l eve a bore 

coins who told me that carbon tests on ancient coi forgeries can be 
questionable because ■ :art counterfoiters would melt up ot or acncient 

. o said it could 

?oint a finger of suspicion, but this would rave to be backed up by 
other reliable evidence of forgery. 

: ardin ti o mooting that you nro ose to have ’ilth Jc‘ n ord in 
eu York next month during the reiaberg-' ch.ulrian sale at ti c alforf 
rogrot it would be impossible for no to bo there duo to other firm 

. 

you learn fron t' is meeting. 



CC; Lester Merkin 


, hergen 


i icerely; 
' 
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MEMORANDUM March 17, 1967 
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To The Arbitrators 

_II 

From 

1 ric Newman 


Ret Garland vs, Ryan 

As requested by your Chairman, we enclose Report 
on New Photographs and on a Proof Bar submitted by the arbi¬ 
trators to us for study. 




Respectfully submitted, 




E p N/atb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMIS MATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 







REPORT Oil PROOF BAR 


At the suggestion of the arbitrators, a gold ingot or bar 
was sent to us by its owner, Leo A. Young, for examination. He 
wrote that he had acquired the piece for $2500.00 from John J. 
Ford, Jr., early in 1966, and that in the fall of 1966 he re¬ 
ceived a license to hold it from the U.S.Office of Domestic Gold 
It will be referred to as Item #29 or "the bar”. 

The bar weighs 536i§ grains and shows no wear. So far as we 
have been able to determine this bar was theretofore unknown and 
unpublished. 

The bottom of the face of the bar contains four lines of 
text in a panel reading UNITED STATES ASSAY/OFFICE OF GOLD/SAN 
FRANCISCO/CALIFORNIA 1853. This panel is identical in size and 
in we position of lettering to the panel on the 1853 $20 USAOG 
piCos;o i. blading the Garland coin (#5)- A study of the bar 
therefore is relevant to the determination of the genuineness 
of the Garland coin. The top of the face of the bar contains 
two lines of text in a panel reading A.HUMBERT/U.S.ASSAYSR. The 
right side of the middle of the face contains one line of text 
in a panel reading THOU. 

The lettering of all of the above panels is raised and each 
panel appears to have been impressed on the bar by a separate 
punch. The size of the lettering in each panel differs from the 
size of the lettering in each of the other panels. 

There is separately punched into the bar a figure 1 on the 
left of the top panel, figure 11 on the right and 999 below. 
These figures are several times the size of the letters within 
the panels. 

The back is plain and shows raised and flattened areas 
directly opposite the panels on the front. The sides of the bar 
are spread from the pressure in impressing the panels and figure 
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The punch used to impress the four line panel had no frame 
line surrounding the text as found on the coins. This occurred 
because the sides of the punch where the frame line would have 
been were beveled off. The beveled sides of the punch show clearly 
on the bar. 

An ex nination of the four line panel shows that a raised 
spur projects angularly downward to the right from the right 
end of the right base of the first A in ASSAY. This characteris¬ 
tic appears on coins #5, 7 and 16 and also appears on the pictures 
of the two gold pieces (#26 and #27) from the Humbert Associate 
source. 

There can also be seen on the four line panel additional 
evidence of the die break described on page 7 of the testimony 
given in August, 1966. This additional evidence consists of a 
break between the base of the first S in ASSAY to the top of the 
L in GOLD; a tiny break at the center of the lower edge of the 
base of L in GOLD; and a tiny break on the lower edge of the 
base of the second C in FRANCISCO. 

There is a lump under the right side of the T of UNITED 
as described on page 6 of the testimony. 

The question immediately arises as to how a punch can have 
a partially developed die break identical to the die break found 
fully developed on the USAOG coins. If the punch was cut out 
of a coining die the die itself could no longer have been used 
for coining $20 pieces. Likewise the lump under the T of UNITED 
cannot reappear when it did not appear on coins #5, 7, 16 and on 
#26 and #27, all of which have a less developed die break, show¬ 
ing only as a spur projecting downward from the right tip of 
the right base of the first A in ASSAY. 

As in the case of the Garland coin it is impossible for the 
characteristics found on the punch used on the lower part of 
the bar to have occurred on a genuine punch and therefore the 
bar must be false. 
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Pictures of the bar have been taken and will be furnished 


to arbitrators shortly. 

The punch used to impress the panel on the bar was prepared 
in the same manner as the two false dies used to strike the two 
types of false USAOG $20 coinage. At the time the transfer was 
made from ne false positive die the lump under the T of UNITED 
had not yet been ground off the positive die and the die break 
from the first S of ASSAY to the L of GOLD was still there. 

Thus the punch was prepared after the false die to make #6 etc.was 
made and before the false die to make #5 etc. was made. In all 
probability more than the panel was transferred to the punch 
and the sides of the punch including the frame around the panel 
was ground away. 

In the I960 through 1965 editions of the Red Book there is 
illustrated and described a U.S.Assay Office Gold one ounce disc 
which was previously unknown and unreported. This piece was 
removed from the 1966 and 1967 editions and mentioned as under 
study. This disc is referred to as #30 and contains what appears 
to be a panel of the same size and lettering as those on the 
bar (#29) and the USAOG $20 pieces. No findings on this disc 
can be given as neither it nor enlarged pictures have been available 
to us for examination. It can be pointed out, however, that the 
disc, the bar and some USAOG pieces struck in lead (#21,22,23) 
have numbers struck into the pieces after their original striking. 
The numbers are very large and are incuse. The year of the first 
publication of the disc is also close to the year of the appearance 
of the false USAOG $20 pieces. 

It would be helpful to our studies if the following additional 
facts could be ascertained: 
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What information was disclosed in statements or testi¬ 


mony in order to secure the Federal license for the 
bar and from what source did it originate. 

Can the circular U.S.Assay Office Gold disc (#30) or 
enlarged pictures of it be made available for study 
and what are the facts as to its source. 

Is there still a complete refusal by previously examined 
witnesses to disclose to the arbitrators the facts 
as to the discovery and acquisition of the Garland and 
other coins from the Humbert Associate source. 


Respectfully submitted 



, 1967 


for 

ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


REPORT ON NEW PHOTOGRAPHS IN EVIDENCE 


The pictures furnished by the arbitrators of the two 
gold and one silver USAOG pieces owned by John J. Ford, Jr., 
and sated at the Chicago hearing by him to have come 
from the Humbert Associate Source have been examined. The 
gold pieces are respectively numbered #26 and #27. The 
silver piece is designated as #28. 

The gold pieces #26 and #27 seem in all respects 
to be identical in characteristics to #5, 7 and 16 but 
no reeding count, etc. can be made from the photographs. 
They are false for the same reasons #5, 7 and 16 are false. 

The silver piece seems in all respects to be from 
identical dies to #6 and #lU, but no reeding count, etc. 
can be made from the photographs. It is false for the same 
reasons #6 and #lU are false. 

Respectfully submitted. 



March, 1967 


for 

ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 



RONNIE CARR 


Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 



Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


March 20, 1?67 


Mr. Leo A. Y 0 ung, President 
PNG 

32 I 4 I 4 . Grand A V e. 

Oakland 10 , California 

Dear Leo: 


Ref.: USAOG 1853 $20 C-arland-Ryan matter 


In the course of assembling testimony on the above matter, our panel 
has been in need of three USAOG 1853 $20 specimens from the K agin brothers. 
The pieces in question have been and are still, in the possession of 
Eric P. Newman who ran numerous tests on them in regards to the Garland- 
Ryan matter. 0 u r panel made a request to Eric P. Ne-wman to v ave the 
three coins in question sent to me for inspection. Eric spoke to the 
Kagin brothers by telephone and they agreed to my request and Eric then 
ask them to send a written release. Eric has not as of this date received 
any reply. Some time ago I -wrote to the K ag i n brothers requesting them 
to send a release to Eric, however, they have not done so or even given 
me the courtesy of a reply. 



I would appreciate you writing to the Kagin brothers and asking them to 
send a written release to Eric on the three pieces so that the coins can 
be sent to our panel for study and comparisons. 


Trusting you 



wil3J$ja»41e this matrl»r--at_your earliest convenience. 



I remain. 


Ronnie Carr, Chr. PNG Panel for the Garland-Ryan matter 


cc: Mr. Lester Markin 
Mtj. Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Mr. Paul & Art Kagin 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


oMicfas rjfoue(i 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 



RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Telephone 686-2924 
Area Code 209 


March 21, 1°6? 


Mr. Herbert Bergen 
6O’. North Harbor Flvd. 

Fullerton, California 

Dear Herb: 

Many thanks for yours of the 12th. Sorry I ave taken so long in 
answering. 

I rave been checking -with the so-called experts on the carbon lit 
tt ■; i I - . bon ll 

■ ■ 


It will he important to have a defraction taken as well as x-ray 
spectography. 

I hope you will be able to wake headway with Texas A ft M. ••hen you 
do let r.e know and 1 shall make arrangements to lave the Carland-Hyan 
specimen and others delivered to you. I can make deliverey to you 
r cr r anally 1: . • -■ tar# 


I will give you a detailed rerort on what we see and h ar while in 
Ford, Jr. 

Many thanks Hefb on your efforts with the forthcoming tests. Hope 
all, goes.well as it will be vital information in our hands, - remain, 




PNG Panel for the Gariand-Ryan matter 


cc: Mr* Hester Merkin 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


<JAidas ( 0Toucl> 


C.S.N./ 


No. 1050 




Charles O. Keith. 1st. Vice-President 


W. W. Turner. 2nd. Vice-President 


Miss Irma Sentell, Sec’y. & Treas. 



Paul E. Garland. President 608 Mountain View Avenue Maryville, Tennessee 37801 


Telephone 615-983-5570 


25 l.^rch 1967 


iHiirit 

Ronnie - srr, P* C. box 1113* lular© Calif* 

iierbsrt Bergen, N. Harbor blvd. ullerton, calif. 92632 

bester erkin, ..eciiio* Alt* tow York, N. f* 1 


Dear ira 


Urns (-arland vs Ryan 


ince my return from the California convention, I have had some 
thoughts concerning tho arbitration, and to bo constructive I 
would ilk* to mention thorn* 

1 am disturbed by th© fact that my side was sot given tho opportunity 
to hoar tho testimony of tho witnesses that appeared before tha panel 
is b* A* oroffarad * eopy of that te-timony* The casa could run 
into another stumbling block of tha typa John Ford is using to 
daisy tha arbitration, not having enough time to refute tha testimony 
giving by tha opposing sloe* 1 am aura that some of the oaen 
involved vill try to confute tha issue or evidence simply because they 
do not want to return tha profits they made on tha pieces that 
they have sold* nils is a harsh statement to make but 1 W8l to 
make sura that no one overlooks tha obvious* 

I think that it is therefore Important that both parties be ' ilovod 

to hear testimony offered by anyone in this case* I am also of 

the opinion an I am sure that you are that this case must be brought 
to a speedy conclusion, it has lingered on the seene to long an 
it is* 

I want to do tverything in mjr ability to aid you in your hearing* 

I do not want to causo say disruption of an orderely arbitration, 
but at the same time I feel that l and every other imismatist 
in the nation has a stake in cue results of this arbitration* My 
opinion has never varied from the origieal position that I took* This 
is my reason for the concern that I am shoving at not knowing what is 
occuring* If at all possible 1 would like a copy of the testimony taken 

by the panel from I r. alter Breen and also that offered by which 

ever of the stack's appeared before you* 



P ; <ul • Oarlmfcd 


cc-file 

• r. nc P* Newman 


RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 


Area Code 209 


April 13 . l'X >7 


‘ r. John os s , V. 

1% : enrV- n~n *ve. 

■rkville ' -srrtre* ', r », ’•'«* York 

John* 

Tour offer to let- our ranal visit rith you at your howe to m*rim 
all the info-Ration yew ave In ref ris to the natter wao w*y 
' uc- a prretated. ’ or eorry t'-ut : **« only one in a roeith^? 
h- attend. found 1 ?.• v* it Intor* & ’ •*< worthwhile. 

•■•'T r^nei feels it rmuXA be a r^eture of good will ?? you ovtrrvkj-i a 
• invitation to ric • ' an# ' iwr. ric 5 a» not oeen 09' 

of the rhetepm-h* awl lafon-^tfan voa ! awe on the l*;."- -T subject* 

tad ty our ';nml if mt would write to rie and 
btt esetap f*>r Me v-sit. 




To Carr, t-hr* ’*?€■ panel < or the ''-urlaneK ran ? otter 


ion will be aosfc aiacosely acce ted. - renaln* 


« 

. <; 

* 


c 0T(ig cjUirfas < 0Toucfi 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


April 13, 1*7 


' . rlc . ' trtan 
0 C«C*1 4*8000 

r t. ouia 5, <aoouri 

TJaar rlct 

ocsatly M-n a. r 'crd f Jr. invited our t> visit with Mr it 

Ms v 'V.‘c t- 1 tcfc-uT t.'c; .r-/rial he - a? -< r-\x c’-o 

tt.i'T double «4tlo QKttur. It wft* Ida -‘et- *re v- • ave ^ n.\- 1* ciaa 

octYcl' £C *E « c-:‘ 31 ; •■”>; 'Me ••-•■ -1.' M' *' <. /' us- Wi9 V c ' . ' 8f<ay 

/ ire ..z*r.l :u-d: t’ r €u • -Une*. ' vjdor ■;/■’: * d «hd 

rero mbit t att-md, '.ww, r r ■ 1 uo:d ' -.ter 1 .-ting a • Mth 

k*c * rra*t •'v.-l of inf 'a jn tf* evijacl -l r. : ;.*&( f it 
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THIS CORRESPONDENCE FROM 

th* offire of President 

LEO A. YOUNG • 3244 Grand Avenue • Oakland, California 94610 

PRESIDENT 

April 14th, 1967 

LEO A. YOUNG 

3244 Grand Ave. 

Oakland, Cal. 94610 

Ronnie Carr 

Box 1113 

Tulare, California 

VICE PRESIDENT 


EARL SCHILL 

1434 Farmer St. 

Detroit, Mich. 48226 

i/ear Ronnie: 

TREASURER 

I am most pleased and gratified by the tone and text of your 

April I3tb letter, copy of which I’ve just received. 

CHARLES M.WORMSER 

1 W. 47th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

Also, 1 am pleased that you spent the time you did with John 

Ford. 

As President of P.N.G., and as the initiator of the so-called 

SECRETARY 

Car ian/Ryan Panel, 1 can hope for no more than a thorough, 
impartial assembly and study of aii facets and all sides of 

DAVID J. SHAPIRO 

31 N. Clark St. 

Chicago, III. 60602 

this problem, before your group renders an opinion.' 

Your letter is tne most tangible evidence yet supplied to 
me of your own thoroughness and impartiality. Please do 

DIRECTORS 

continue along this desireable course. 

DANIEL H. BROWN 

1532 Broadway 

Denver, Colo. 80202 

1 am sorry the other members of the Panel could not have 
accompanied you on your visit to John Ford. 

Your letter, mentioned above, was written to Eric Newman. 

JERRY COHEN 

228 North Beverly Drive 
Beverly Hills, Calif. 91604 

1 do hope that Eric will accept John Ford's invitation to 
call on Ford and study the material Ford has accumulated. 

DANIEL MESSER 

104 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

This would then give Eric time for thought and study of this 
material, should he want to dispute or refute any of it at 

Miami, A.N.A. this Summer. 

You should have the copies of my Proofing bar License 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

by now. 

MAX M. SCHWARTZ 

28 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

Sincerely, 

PROFESSIONAL NUMISMATISTS GUILD, INC. 

SY: 

/ LEO A. YOUNG - PRESIDENT 
cc: Ford, Working Bergen, Newman, Kosoff, Schwartz 
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May 10, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P. 0. Box 1113 
Tulare, Calif. 9327*+ 

Dear Ronnie: 

I am leaving for Europe the clay after tomorrow and will 
be gone about a month. I thought that I should write to you 
before I left. 

Needless to say, I have not heard from Eric P. Newman. 

This is not surprising as he did not accept my invitation to 
see what I have before his accusations in Chicago. I am still 
willing to show him whatever I have and lay my cards on the 
table but it takes "two to tango." 

Paul Franklin’s original frtrhentivem which I accepted, was 
that all these pieces were test strikes in different alloys. 

The only way we can prove if this is true or not is to have a 
quantitative non-destructive analysis made of some of the coins. 
This can best be done by Xray fluorescence. I have approached 
Dr. Stefanelli to find out if he could have this work done it 
some Government facility. He states that he can not have it done 
to the exact degree that I require. I therefore located another 
laboratory of the highest repute and would like to have most, if 
not all, of the seven proof coins tested. 

Three of these coins are under the control of Mr. Newman. 
They are the Garland, Sloss and Hollinbeck pieces. 

If you can get permission from Mr. Newman and/or the 
principals to hav<^ these Xray fluorescence tests performed I 
will pay the bill. I do not even have to see or handle the 
coins. 

You can advise me by June 10th that the coins will be 
available to ship, and I will make arrangements with the 
laboratory (which is not in New York State) and the coins can 
be shipped directly. E’he people involved have tested many coins 
previously, and are probably the foremost in the non-destructive 
analysis iPield. 




Abe Kosoff did bring his piece to New York and it was 
photographed. The results are excellent.* 

1 trust that you understand that I am trying to get an 
objective and honest study consummated by the deadline that 
you have set. 

Very best personal regards. 


Sincerely, 


JJF:dn 

cc - Lester Merkin 
Herbert Bergen 


John J. Ford, Jr. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


May 12, 1967 


Mr* Leo A. Young 
32hh Grand Avenue 
Oakland, California 


R t "arlend vs* Ryan 


Dear Leo* 

At the request of the Arbitrators you sent for study 
your Office Gold Ingot which is returned he; ©with* 

Wo had hoped to return it sooner but clear photographic en¬ 
largements were difficult to take. It never left our possess¬ 
ion and was kept in a safe deposit# 

Because of the bar's relevance to the above natter, 
our opinion on the bar has been given to the arbitrators and 
if they wish a aopy to be furnished to you we will gladly 
do so. 


Your initiation of the arbitration, your loan of the 

bar, your letter of April ll$, 1967 to Ronnie, your appreciation 
of the work involved, etc. indicate how much thought and 
concern you have put into this most difficult matter on behalf 
of P5JG. 


Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 



. 

EDUCATION SOCIETY 


cc* 

Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Mr. Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Lester ; erkin 
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A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5, Missouri 


May 12, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P.O.Box 1113 
Tulare, California 


Ret Garland v.--,. Ryan 


Deer Ronniet 

A month has gone by since your letters of April 13* 
1967 were sent out. In your letter to John Ford on behalf 
of the Panel you asked him to write me to invite me to 
visit his home to see USAOO material. I feel that I 
should report to you that he has not communicated with me. 

W# feel that if he or anyone else has further evi¬ 
dence relating to the controversy it should have been or 
should be submitted only in a manner which will permit 
the arbitrators and the parties to the dispute to examine 
it, have it studied, and ask questions of the person pre¬ 
senting it. 

The work of all concerned would be simplified if 
written statements, pictures, coins, etc. we-e filed with 
the Panel. 

Thank you for keeping us advised. 

' Sincerely, 



KIXC P. NEWMAN RVHZSKAfX6 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 

CCi 

Mr.Lester Marking 
r.Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Leo . Young 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


May 12, 1967 


Messrs. 

Ronnie Carr 
Herbert M* Bergen 
Lester Meritin'/ 
Arbitrators 


Re: Garland vs. Ryan 


Gentlemen: 


In our March, 1967 opinion that the proof bar belong¬ 


ing to Leo A. Young was false we stated that we would send 
photographs of the bar. Such enlargements are enclosed. 


The diagnostic die break on the punch used to stamp 


the lower panel of the bar can be noticed between the bottom 
of AS of ASSAY and the top of L in GOLD) as a lump at the 
center of the lower edge of the L in OOLDj and as a lump on the 
lower left edge of the second C in FRANCISCO. This same die 
break when further developed is found on genuine USAOG coins 
struck with a complete die, proving the cut down punch used 
on the bar is false. The same die break both further developed 
and less developed is also found on false USAOG pieces made 
from dies transferred off the false master hub in the course 
of the attempt made to grind the die break off of the false 
master hub. 


As heretofore pointed out the same die break in different 


stages of development would not appear on two or more genuine 
dies or punches. 


Respectfully submitted. 



for 

ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


May 29, 1967 


Messrs. Carr, Bergen end Merkin, 
es Arbitrators 


Re: Garland vs. Ryan 


Gentlemen: 

We feel that you should be advised that Harry Forman, 
owner of the 1853 USAOO $20 piece (#lU) which we concluded was 
false,has Just become able to comply with our request to send 
us for examination a second specimen he owns. This specimen 
is dull, uncirculated, and is normal in weight. It is designated 
as #31. Its reverse is remarkably double struck, the first 
striking being almost upside down relative to the second striking. 
The coin is also the only $20 USAOG seen which has its final 
reverse upside down. (If its obverse is turned on its vertical 
axis the reverse is turned 3b*> degrees clockwise instead of 
180 degrees). 

It has the same obverse and reverse die states as 
#6, llj and 28. It has 170 reeds on the edge instead of 162. 

It has the diagnostic diagonal dent on the frame under the 
F of CAL IFOEMIA and the reverse die break. Its obverse has the 
raised diagonal line under the last A of AMERICA. It is a 
forgery for the same reasons given previously for other coins 
with the same characteristics. 

Forman advised us that it was acquired for $900.00 from 
Robert K. Batchelder, a coin dealer of Philadelphia, and that 
it might have come to Batchelder from Paul Franklin. 

Respectfully submitted, 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


May 31, 1967 


Messrs. Carr, Bergen and Merlcin, 
as Arbitrators 


Ret Garland vs. Ryan 


Gentlemen: 

In our attempt not to be "long winded", a portion of 
our letter of May 12, 1967 with respect to Leo A. Young’s proof 
bar (#29) may have been ambiguous. We are glad to comply with 
Ronnie Carr's suggestion for a clarification. 

As part of the die break on the lower panel of the 
proof bar, lumps are evident on the lower edges of the L in 
GOLD and the second C in FRANCISCO, but under high magnification, 
however, there ere no hair line die breaks across the field be¬ 
tween those letters or in the field below the C,as is normally 
found on the reverse of genuine USAOG coins with a die break. The 
bar shows no evidence of wear in the panel area. This indicates 
that those portions of the hair line die break in the field have 
been artificially polished off the false hub from which the false 
panel punch was made. Those seme portions of the hair line die 
break are also polished off on those false USAOG pieces of the 
same type as the Garland piece (#5). 

It has been pointed out that the same die break cannot 
occur on different dies, yet the same die break in various states 
of development appears on the bar, on the false Humbert Associate 
coins and on many genuine pieces. This happened because the 
original coin from which the false hub was cast had a die break. 
The false Humbert Associate pieces have the die break in two 
stages, one barely perceptible and the other well developed. The 
die break in the panel of the bar is a stage in between those 
two stages. This took place in the course of making false trans¬ 
fer dies at different times from the false master hub when con¬ 
tinued attempts were being made to polish away the die break 
from the false hub. The panel punch, being a trimmed false coin 
die, shows a die break which appears less developed than false 
USAOG coins #6, lit, 28 end 31 and appears more developed than 
false USAOQ coins #5, 7, 16, 26 and 27* The false reverse hub 
starting with a well developed die break produced the die for 
#6, lit, 28 and 31» then after further hub polishing the false 
punch for the bar (#29) was made and finally after extensive hub 
buffing the false reverse die for #$, 7, 16, 26 snd 27. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5, Missouri 


Page 2 Hay 31, 196 7 

Messrs. Carr, Bergen and Merkin, 
as Arbitrators 


tie; 3arlend vs, Ryan 


If any further explanation is needed we will try to 

elaborate. 


Respectfully submitted. 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
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•profraflinttal Numifimattatfi 3ttr. 

THIS CORRESPONDENCE FROM 


the office of. 


President 


LEO A. YOUNG • 3244 Grand Avenue • Oakland, California 94610 


PRESIDENT 

LEO A. YOUNG 


John J. Ford 
New Netherlands Coin Co. 
1 WEST 47th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10036 


3244 Grand Ave. 
Oakland, Cal. 94610 


Dear John: 


Hay Jl, 1967 


VICE PRESIDENT 

EARL SCHILL 
1434 Farmer St. 

Detroit, Mich. 48226 

TREASURER 

CHARLES M. WORMSER 
I W. 47th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

SECRETARY 

DAVID J. SHAPIRO 
31 N. Clark St. 

Chicago, III. 60602 

DIRECTORS 


I understood you to tell me recently In New York that you had personally 
Invited Eric P. Newman to your home for the purpose of showing him the 
Information and data you have accumulated with regard to the Pioneer 
Gold Coin problem. 

I did write a letter expressing my sincere appreciation of this action 
on your part. 

I have In front of me a letter written by Eric P. Newman to Ronnie Carr 
with copies to the panel and to me wherein Eric Newman states that you, 
John Fordjhave not communicated with him. 

Now John, while you and wore talking you mentioned to me that you had 
Invited Newman to visit with you even a few years ago. If I remember 
correctly I think It was two or three years ago and you stated that he 
had never come to see you. 

| did assume that the Invitation to Newman that you mentioned to both 
Ronnie Carr and to me was a recent Invitation. Was It? If not, frankly 
I do not blame Newman for not considering an Invitation that was at 
best a few years old. • 


DANIEL H. BROWN 
1532 Broadway 
Denver, Colo. 80202 


JERRY COHEN 

228 North Beverly Drive 

Beverly Hills, Calif. 91604 


DANIEL MESSER 
104 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


Now I am assuming that you wera slncera In talking about the Invitation 
to Eric P. Newman to come to your home. If you thought the Invitation 
of two or three years ago was e valid enough Invitation, may I hastily 
request of you that you at onca wrlta a sincere Invitation to Eric 
P. Newman and Invite him to go over and to study all the XMMXXlIXmater lal 
yuo have on this subject. 

Time Is short John. Please look Into this at onca and do let me 
know your course of action. 


Sincerely 


LEO A. YOUNG, PRESIDENT 
P.N.G. INC. 


MAX M. SCHWARTZ 
28 W. 44th St. 

New York, N. Y. 10036 






ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


June 5, 1967 


Mr. Leo A. Young 
32hh Grand Avenue 
Oakland, California 91610 


let Garland vs. Ryan 


Deer Leo: 

Thank you for sending me a copy of your May 31, 1967 letter 
to John Ford. Tou had every right to assume that an invitation 
from John to me to come to see hie USAOG items would have been 
of recent origin. Ronnie Cerr, in his letter of April 13, 1967 
to me, shows that he drew the seme conclusion and Ronnie promptly 
wrote John on the same date for John to ask me in writing, John 
has neither written me nor have we conversed for many months 
prior to April 13# 1967 or since then. 

As to any three year old invitation that, too, has long been 
stale if it was intended. We promptly informed John of the Study 
Group's formation and have continually sought pertinent inform¬ 
ation from him. He was not a member of the Group primarily be¬ 
cause of a conflict of interest. His feelings as to furnishing 
data ere expressed in a letter to me dated January 18, 196$, a 
copy of which is enclosed. Our position with the Group precluded 
premature disclosure of incomplete data. John did furnish us 
with six lead pieces to examine (pictures ere in evidence), gave 
ua some information, and Just prior to the P^G Panel hearing in 
Chicago loaned us pictures of three of his coins. If John had 
anything more to submit to us for study he should have submitted 
it long ago. John, as well as Paul Franklin, refused to answer 
certain questions at the arbitration hearings in Chicago in 
August, 1966 and these were quite pertinent. 

If facts were now to be completely disclosed we would gladly 
study them, but for any witness to select which pertinent facts 
he does and whioh pertinent facts he does not wish to disclose 
to the arbitrators, the parties and others studying the matter, 
renders a further review of evidence from that witness of doubt¬ 
ful value. 


Very truly yours. 


CC* 



Mr. 

Mr. 


Ronnie Carr / 
Lester Merkin ^ 
Herbert If* Bergen 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


Jtwaery 16, 1967 


Hr. 'rthu r Begin 
nollinbock-FIagln Co. 
LOO Royal Union Bldg., 
Dea Koines, low* $0)09 

Deer Arthuri 


I have received a letter dated January 11, 1967, 
written by ttormio Car r a a Chairman of the PUO Panel for the 
Oerland«*Ryen natter, with oopiea to the two othor arbitrators 
and to Leo Toung. This letter suggested that the panel be 
forwarded the throe $20 U3A0O pleoea which we had borrowed 
fron you,so that the panel could exsnlne and atudy them. The 
indication in the letter ie that since you ere a norbor of 
tho PN3, your cooperation In thia record la expeotcd. 

We certainly would like to cooperate with the 
arbitration panel, as we have in the peat, and, therefore, 
will eond the coins to then by Registered Kail. Would you 
be nice enough to give ua your written pemlealon 00 that 
thia could be done. I telephoned you today so that you could 
turn it over in your elnd prior to receiving thia letter. 

Again, may I thank you for your cooperation 
in sending ua thoae places when ve requested then, and tha 
panel will bo requested to asnd tha pieces directly b 60 k 
to you when they have served the purposes of the panel. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours. 


KHIC P. HEWMAW NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIKTI 


CCi 

Mr# Rennie Carr 
Mr* Lester Heriiln 
Mi*. Herbert M. Bergen 
Hr. Leo A. Young 


EPM/atb 
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coin cosvaPANv £:,nw 

0*i Moin.i 9, Iowa 


Phon. 244-3179 
Ar.* Coda 515 


June 13, 1967 


Mr. Eric Newman 
6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, Missouri 


You may send the three twenty dollar Assay pieces to John Ford for 
examination. Will you please instruct him to be very careful in the 
handling of these pieces. 


No doubt we will see you at the A.N.A. convention. 

Paul Kagin 


PK/rk 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


June 19, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Mr. Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Lester Perkin 
Arbitrators 


Re: Garland vs. Ryan 


Gentlemen: 

A letter dated June 13, 1967 from the Kagins (copy 
enclosed) requests that we send their three 1853 U.S. Assay 
$20 pieces to John Ford. These pieces are designated by us 
as #16, #18 and #19. 

In your letter to us dated January 11, 1967,and re¬ 
ferring to these pieces, you stated that the "Panel would now 
like to study them” and we wrote on January 16, 1967 request¬ 
ing the permission of the Kagins to send them to you. (Copy 
enclosed). We received no reply from the Kagins up to their 
June 13, 1967 letter. 

Since the Panel desired to but never has examined 
these pieces and since the Kagins are PNG members, we would 
like to know whether compliance by us with the June 13, 1967 
request of the Kagins is now in accordance with the Panel's 
wishes. 


May we hear from you pro ptly. 



for 

ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


CCt 

Mr. Herbert Bergen 

Mr. L ster Merkin - 

Kagin-Hollinbeck Coin Co. 


EPN 

atb 

A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



June 19, 1967 


Mr* Ronnie Carr 
Poet Office Bo* 1113 
Tulare, California 

Dear Ronnie 1 

A recent letter penned by r. Newman ends with the following 
paragraph: 

"If facts were now to be completely disclosed we would gladly 
study them, but for any witness to select which pert nent farts 
he does and which pertinent facts he does not wish to disclose 
to the arbitrators, the parties nd others studying the ma ter, 
renders a further review of evidence Cron that witness of doubt¬ 
ful value." 

vewnan is, of course, talking about his planned conversation 
with me. inless I air completely nixed up, Fric P. Neman is the 
witness for Vr. arland in the USAOG matter, and I am the witness 
for Vr. rtyan. ther than that, to my knowledge, neither of us has 
any partic lar standing. 

If this is not the case, f wo>?ld appreciate it very much if 
you would advise me just what Ar. Merman's position is or what, 
if any, legal title he holds in the USAOG situation, other than 
that of a witness. 

It was my understanding that Neman and I wox'e to meet and com¬ 
pare notes, and, more or less, discuss the situation. If this is 
not the case, kindly advise me just what you thxnk we are roing 
to do. Should ! be correct, would you kindly advise r. Neman of 
hia status and your idea o what our activities should consist of? 

I am afraid that he is still laboring under some kind of a miscon¬ 
ception concerning his role and position in the yan- arland master. 

Lastly, r. Jewran is the last man in this world who should ir.en- 
tion the selective disclosure of pertinent facts. 

I ar willing to talk to ' ric iownan on an objective basis. I am 
not willing to play "Kangaroo court r with him, particularly when he 
considers himself a one man tribunal. 

Tour prorpt reoly to this letter is respectfully requested. 

Very best regards. 


John J. Ford, Jr, 


June 19, 196? 


r. Ronnie Carr 
cost Offlea Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Dear Ronnie* 

This is ay first chance to write to you since ay retort* from 
vrope. X ot back on June 9th and immediately became involved in 
our ( N*s) sale of June l?ti» - lf.th. 

Your letter of ay 26th states that the fanel would appreciate 
it very much if J would write trie levsnan and invite him here to 
1 ok over »y material and to discus* the 85AOC- situation with him. 

As the enclosed copy of ay latter of today to f’S indicates, I have 
complied with your request. 

As ay 1 tter of ay 10th to you stated, I would like to have all 
seven of the "Proof” ! 3Af>G coins (and perhaps a couple of other 
Franklin source coins as *ell as one re • lar specimen) analysed so 
as to determine their alloy or composition. This quantitative non¬ 
destructive analysis can best be done by -ay iuoreseenee. 

As .’.irly as last December I dis ussed with Dr. V. Clain-Stefa- 
nelli the feasibility of bavin- this work performed either at the 
Smithsonian or at a cevemaent laboratory known to the®. After con- 
si era Me correspondent* Dr. J be fane 111 indicated to »• on April 
21st last that ha could not see his way clear to having the tests 
done at an early enough date or at r asonable cost. 

Open receiving this inforaation 1 contacted J arvey Stack sad ask¬ 
ed hi''- to intercede forms with Dr. Gtefanolli. arvey did ao and as- 
certf inedt in greater deteil any the ^ithsonian could not hal me. 
However, Thr. tefarvelli suggested teat the Research Laboratory of the 
Boston' 1 fwMMn of me -rts i?aaer the direction of r. ^illiaa J. 
Young) could -aka the necessary tests. 

arvev -tack then contecteo r. fornelnis Vemals, numismatic cura¬ 
tor of the neon® of me Arts, and made arranfssn/nts to have ten coins 
t sted via - ay luorescence. i'aivey sn -gssts that the respective 
pieces be sent irectly to r. er-sule, via egistered ail, as s on as 
possible. Kaca piece should be care ully marked and identifl d, presum¬ 
ably via a carefully written description of nicks, bruis s, lint marks 
or similar detects diagnostic to each respective coin, arvey ; tack as¬ 
sures ve teat the work will be completed as soon as possible and that 
each coin will be returned directly from the osomi to the sender. All 
expenses, LaeltriiBg postage cfaifftM, will be padi by 0tack’s. The corns 
should be sent to* r. omslius Vszv.ule, um*m of ine Arts, U65 unt- 
inrton venue, oston, ar-s., 0211$. Copies of any ■ orrespondcnce ste Id 


onnie a rr - ? 

be sent both to array and ayaelf so that iarvey will know wat is 
r^ln,? on sad can sake a«ro that hie srrangeeeate are procs xltnp satis* 
factorily and so an syn-/- ronte the & p-«:nt of coins untlor -y cen¬ 
tre i, as t Is usprratlre that a 1 coins be twetza at • 

will send (or here sent) the r o«r ** roof” c ins that ! and y mu- 
tomers own and raqnest trrat y o end tor iavs cent the arland, loss 
and a a ' roofs." f r* N-ewwsa has two oed ran a in source c ns 'of 
the Tobias typs) and one regular speoieen, th se to vie to sent alone al¬ 
so, or, could provide one or ore o these as dea:red. 

faotswor is done eh lc be tone quickly* consider It very, eery im¬ 
portant that we all -now t.N* composition of these coinr as mil then 
be able to ascertain if ttj^re Is any truth la rani rat lin’s on r ial 
cont ntion that these (regular design' coins are in fact die trials In 
voriooa alloys of cold, silrer end copper. 

Trsetiaq that this lettor makes things quits clear and tmd^retand- 
* Is, remain, y. nr hnsble witness for the dcf&ose* and with, 

ct personal regards. 


cct erbert erreti 
Lester orsin 
Leo A* Young 

array • tack 

rlc ?. *e«man 


JOHN J- FORD, JR. 



HENDRICKSON 


AVE. 


ROCKVILLE CENTRE, LI..N.Y. 


June 19, 1967 


Hr. Eric P. Newmaii 
6i£0 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis 5, Missouri 

Dear EPN: 

This is my first opportunity to -write to you following recent 
correspondence from Leo Young and Ronnie Carr in reference to my 
extending a formal invitation to you to vist me here in Rockville 
Centre« 

I have been in Europe since early in May and returned to New 
York on June 9th for our (New Netherlands) 59th sale which took 
place last week. 

As you undoubtedly know, Ronnie Carr visted me earlier this 
year and became acquainted with the vast amount of material that 
I have on the Pioneer old series in general and the USAOG in par¬ 
ticular. At that tine Ronnie observed that it would be an excellent 
idea if you too could see my material and he asked me if X had any 
objections to your doing so. I replied that X did not and (apparently) 
mistakingly thought that correct protocol would be for Ronnie (as 
Committee chairman) to extend my invitation to you. 

In any event, I would like to see you here at your earliest con¬ 
venience* I can make myself available almost any day at a time suit¬ 
able to you. 

It is my intention and wish to show you my Pioneer gold files in¬ 
cluding my USAOG records. I would also like to discuss with you your 
report of last August and the allegations that it contains. 

The concensus of opinion in this situation seems to have it that 
it would be wonderful if you and I could meet on scrae common ground. 

I do not know if this is really possible since our ideas seem to be 
so far apart, but I would at least like to make the effort to see if 
the two of us, as recognized authorities, cannot add up the same facts 
to arrive at the same answer. 

If our disagreement should persist and be made public the damage to 
both the hobby and the business would be incalculable. The fear of for¬ 
geries can do tremendous harm and this fear will be greatly fostered 
when the collectors find out that the "experts" disagree. 

At the present moment we both cannot be right. If the problem is not 
resolved quietly, I am afraid that we win both be -wrong in the final 
analysis. I am looking forward to hearing from you. __ 


Best regards 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


June 22, 1967 


Mr. John J. Ford, Jr. 

176 Hendrickson Avenue 

Rockville Centre, Long Island, lev fork 


Dear John* 


r 'et erland vs, b'\ 


Year letter of June 19, 1967 Is et hand. As to any coins, bars or 
dats which you wish to make available for examination, it aeons more 
practioal for you to send then to St. Louis where they could ‘a care¬ 
fully studied and photographed. Previously there has been sent to us 
for study much USA06 and related material through the cooperation of 
Measrs.r>lo8 8,0erland, {agin. For an, Tobias,<oeof f, i oung,etc., as well 
as of the Panel ambers, and I believe you should do the sane Just as 
you did over two years ago by sending us the six USAOO pieces struek 
in lead. 

At the Arbitration hearing in Chicago In August, 1966, you and 
Paul 'ranklln each declined to disclose to the Panel the infornation 
you had concerning the names of persons,their residence,the name of 
the bank end its em loyeea,the payment records,or any specific acquis¬ 
ition data relating to the USAOO items which you stated were obtained 
from what you call tha Humbert Associate source. Since the rovenence 
or pedigree of numismatic items can ba of major importance, it would 
be well for you to furnish to the Arbitrators, in writing, coaplate 
acquisition data with respect to all items from the Humbert Assoolsta 
source, including not only those items you now own but also t one 
items which you,as principal or agent, eold or helped to sell to others. 

At the Arbitration hearing in Chicago you ware present to hear 
our findl -a end oonoluei ns and a written copy was sent to you. For 
almost one year since then you end ’’eul Franklin have each had an 
opportunity to present to the Arbitrators written factual statements 
but have not done so. If you know of anything in our written state¬ 
ment which needs clarification, correction or amendment we will give 
it full consideration. 

Tour feer as to the effect on numismatics if differences of 
opinion sre "made public" or "not resolved quietly" is s philosophical 
matter end not related to the fact that « decision in the ending 
dispute is to be made on the nerits. 

I hope you aee the reasonableness of the foregoing. 


CC1 

Hr. Herbert M. Bergen 
r. Leeter ark in 
r. Ronnie Carr 
’r. Leo A. Young 



for 

EHIC P. SEW'AM HUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


IPff 

etb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Telephone 686-2924 
Area Code 209 


June ?6, 196? 


. « ( IP« 
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June 28, 1967 


Mr. Sric P. riewaan 

Edison Brothers Stores, Inc* 

400 Washington Av^ • 

St. uOUifi, Mo* 63102 

Dear £ricx 

Your letter of June 22, 1967 has been received 
and I regret that yo 1 do not see fit to accept ray in¬ 
vitation to visit me. On my part I look forward to 
seeing you at the next arbitration tearing in vugust, 
at which tirae I will have considerable material on hand, 
which, I believe, will resolve any outstanding doubts 
you may have. 


Sincerely yours. 


JJF:dn 


John J. Ford, Jr. 


cc - Mr. Ronnie Carr 

r. Herbert Bergen 

r. Heo U ’oung 


TEST REPORT AND CERTIFICATION 


INSPECTION LABORATORY 

MAGNETIC INSPECTION CO. 

6624 SAN FERNANDO ROAD Cltrui 4-8465 - CHapmon 5-4602 

Glendale 1, California 

Date: 6-30-67 

Purchase Order No. 
Shipping No. 

Job No. 

Our Invoice No. 


m *. He/dnAt iU 

604 Hettk HaJtbcK Mod 
EutWUcn Cotii. 


WE HEREBY CERTIFY THE FOLLOWING ITEMS HAVE BEEN INSPECTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH MILITARY SPECIFICATIONS 


MAGNETIC PARTICLE 


CALIBRATION 


TYPE 

OF 

TEST 


PENETRANT: 


SURFACE FINISH: 


ETCHING □ 




PULL TEST: □ SPRING TEST □ 


INTERFEROMETRY 


DEMAGNETIZATION: 


End Standards 
Plain Plug Gages 
Plain Ring Gages 
Taper Plug Gages 
Taper Ring Gages 


Thread Measuring Wires 
Gear Measuring Wires 
Thread Plug Gages 
Thread Ring Gages 
Thread roll Snap Gages 
Precision Tools 


Surface Plates 
Transits 

Dimensional 
Hardness Testers 
Optical gaging 


specifications: 


EQUIPMENT USED FOR CALIBRATING IS TRACEABLE TO THE 

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS. RECORDS OF SUCH ARE 
AVAILABLE. 


ENVIRONMENT CONTROL 


TEMPERATURE 


HUMIDITY 


QUANTITY 

PART NO. AND/OR 
SERIAL NO. 

DESCRIPTION 

1 

Exhibit A 

Cutiide dimneteK G& Coin ^eatoKti /.35452 High 

1.35*12 Lox 


ld>p <£rC- / Af 

Thicknett o{ Coin At centum ,09437 

At Kim o& coin ,89576 

1 

Exhibit £ 

Cb/hz* 

Out&iue Piamet&K o% Coin UectuKt* J.34545 High 

1.34512 Lctr’- 



TMckne&a oi coin at. centeA .8491 

At Kirn o£ coin .09*4 



fife hcKe.bg ceAti&y that coin* aene ffteatuKed 
on A Jr’Kati S tekitneg HtMuxinc Maxdiine 

That the. laid coif(6 ae/Le caiibKatcU in 



con^eKnance i aith MlL»l"9i$ia and ttlL+I+45622a 



tee &uKtkeK ceKtiiy that equipment u&eti i& 
i& tnaceabte to the Motional buAeau o$ &tancuKd& 

W&S cent. no.lH.21/190i40 
























ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


June 30, 1967 


Mr* Ronnie Carr 
1113 

Tulore, California 


:.e> flarland vs. .yen 


Dear Rennie* 

I fully understand your reaction to our suggestion 
that it would be ^referable for John Ford to send the materiel 
to St. Louie for study rather than for me to visit hie home 
in Mew York. X realise that you felt that such 0 visit night 
be helpful to the arbitration. Similarly, I believe the reasons 
should be outlined for our position in our letter to John dated 
June 22, 1967 and our letter to you dated June 12, 1967. 

1. The idea of an invitation for ne to visit Hew York 
did not originate with John but was initiated at your request. 
(Ford to Carr 6/19/67). Your letter to John dated April 13# 

1967 asked him to write me to visit him but he did not act 
upon it. Hie letters to you and to me dated June 19, 1967 
ignore your April 13# 1967 letter entirely and refer to your 
Hay 26, 1967 letter as if it were your first request. Over 
two months elapsed between the time you wrote him and the 

date the invitation came and it is now inconvenient for me to go. 

2. John has alread. refused to give to the Arbitrators 
source informati n on the coins in question. He has hod over 
ten months to submit the desired facts. If John had ever given 
you or us assurance that he would disclose all of the pertinent 
facts at his disposal then our position would be different. 

When I realise that I am to be told and shown only some selected 
facte and not all of the eveliable facta Juetifieftion for 

tha trip la doubtful. 

3. John cannot be construed to be an impartial witness 
in this matter as he sold some of the coins and he owns some 

of the coins. He vents to diseuss with me whet he calls "allega¬ 
tions” in our report. I could be Justifiably criticised for 
discussing these matters with hie; under these circumstances 
when neither the litigants nor the Arbitrators had the oppor¬ 
tunity to be present. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


P© e 2 June 30, 1967 

rr, Ronnie Carr 


'lerland vs. Won 


lu numismatics i» an evocation to which I devote 
other then business hour®* A careful study of coins and per¬ 
tinent facts takes time and the use -sf special equipment* Such 
a simple thing as counting edge reeds, for example, is most 
tedious and time consuming* In t* Louis we have available 
photegraphie material and assistance} measuring and enlarging 
devices} a large optical comparator} other coins and data for 
comparison} photocopy equipment} but, above all, adequate time 
tc study and recheck observations end reach conclusions* Doing 
work on items in St* Lc is ie much more practical than trying 
to work for a limited time at John’s home. If there were any 
reasons why the material could not be sent to St* Louis, then 
our position would be different* 

I regret the quantity of letter writing and wish more 
effort could be devoted to fact finding* 



. 

K&nCAfIOK SOCIETY 


E-H 

atb 


P.S. John’s letter of June 23, 1967 just arrived and indicates 
that ha is not planning to subnit anything to us in St. Louis 

for study. 


EPH 


CCt 

Mr* L star Herkin 
Kr* Herbert Bergen 
Mr. Leo A. Young 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 
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JOHN^'.VpRD, JR. 
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ftOCKVltLE ^CE^ TBC, U. I.. N.Y. / / 5 - r --- 

July 3, 1967 


Hiss Eva Adams 
Director, Bureau of the Mint 
Treasury Dept, j 

■Washington, D.C, 

Dear Miss Adams: 

Last September I wrote to you in connection vefth my study re¬ 
lating to the authenticity of several Twenty Dollar gold coins sup¬ 
posedly struck by the U.S, Assay Office of Gold in San Francisco, 
California, in 1653# At that time I wrote to you relative to the 
manufacture of dies by precision casting methods. 

You ■wrote me a very nice letter an reply on Ocuobei uh for 
which I would like to thank you. I now have another quo... n which 
I need your opinion on and trust that you can again be of .. - distance • 

The coins that I am studying were, represented as being experimental 
metal alloy trials, made in an effort to arrive at an alloy suitable _ 
for the use of California old (with little refining) an compliance ) 
with the Act of Jan, 16, iu37 (the standardization of our old and 
silver coins at 900 thousandths fine). 

In an effort to ascertain if the above contention wa- I 

selected three coins at random from the group said to be Cv^nter- 
feit and sent them to the Museum of Fine Arts in Boston for non¬ 
destructive analysis. Ail three coins were analysed via X-Bay Fluores¬ 
cence to determine the percentage of gold and silver or copper in 
the alloy. The results of these three tests are enclosed herewith. 

As you can see, the coins turned out to have entirely different 
amounts of both gold and silver, the amounts being mathematically 
oven and apparently the result of deliberate intent on the part of 
the makers rather than the result of chance. 

It is now my thought that I have hit upon just about positive 
evidence that these coins are anything but false, and that they are 
clearly the result of United States Assay Office experimentation. 

I realize that it has now been a long time since any of the U.S. 
Mints have been involved in the manufacture of gold coin, but I do 
feel that some of your technical people could give me their opinions 
on tho result of my research. 










OHN J. FORD, JR. 


(2 - Miss Eva Adams) 

Am I correct in assuming that the manufacture of a very few coins 
in a specific (and exact alloy) is a very, very expensive proposition? 
Wouldn't the cost of such manufacture be such that it would preclude 
the possibility of the coins being forgeries made to sell to collectors 
for amounts as low as $150.? In addition, does any establishment exist 
that could (or would) make such differently alloyed coins, other than 
a Government Mint, particularly if such work was alleged to have been 
done in the last ten years. 

As I said earlier, I am sure that these coins are exactly what they 
purport to be, that is, experimental metal trials. V/hile I honestly 
cannot believe that they could be anything else, I would like confirma¬ 
tion of my thinking, or at least thoughts and observations from your 
peoplo indicating that I am (or am not) on the right track. 

Kindly bear in mind that all three pieces look exactly the same: 
the coin type is illustrated on page 225 (bottom) of "A Guide Book of. 
United States Coins," 21st edition. ^ 

I realize that my request for additional technical opinion irom ^ 
your people i3 quite an imposition, but as you must understand, I do 
not know of a better source for the right information. 

Thanking you in advance for your further help and cooperation, I 
remain. 


• Respectfully yours. 



JJFijmf 



July 3, 1967 



Kiss Eva Adams 

Director, Bureau of the Mint 
Treasury Dept, 

Washington, D.C, I ( 

I 

Dear Miss Adams: 

Last September I wrote to you in connection with’my study re¬ 
lating to the authenticity of several Twenty Dollar gold coins sup¬ 
posedly struck by the U,S, Assay Office of Gold in San Francisco, 
California, in 1853* At that time I wrote to you relative to the 
manufacture of dies by precision casting methods. 

You wrote me a very nice letter in reply on October 18th for 
which I would like to thank you, I now have another question which 
I need your opinion on and trust that you can again be of assistance. 

The coins that I am studying Yrere represented as being experimental 
metal alloy trials, made in an effort to arrive at an alloy suitable 
for the use of California gold (with little refining) in compliance 
with the Act of Jan, 18, 1837 (the standardization of our gold and 
silver coins at 900 thousandths fine). 

In an effort to ascertain if the above contention was true, I 
selected three coins at random from the group said to be counter¬ 
feit and sent them to the Museum of Fine Arts in Boston for non¬ 
destructive analysis. All three coins were analysed via X-Ray Fluores¬ 
cence to determine the percentage of gold and silver or copper in 
the alloy. The results of these three tests are enclosed herewith. 

As you can see, the coins turned out to have entirely different 
amounts of both gold and silver, the amounts being mathematic ally- 
even and apparently the result of deliberate intent on the part of 
the makers rather than the result of chance. 

It is now my thought that I have hit upon just about positive 
evidence that these coins are anything but false, and that they are 
clearly the result of United States Assay Office experimentation, 

I realize that it has now been a long time since any of the U.S, 
Mints have been involved in the manufacture of gold coin, but I do 
feel that some of your technical people could give me their opinions 
on the result of my research. 







OH N J. FORD. JR. 


(2 - Miss Eva Adams) 

Am I correct in assuming that the manufacture of a very few coins 
in a specific (and exact alloy) is a very, very expensive proposition? 
Wouldn't the cost of such manufacture be such that it would preclude 
the possibility of the coins being forgeries made to sell to collectors 
for amounts as low as $lf>0.? In addition, does any establishment exist 
that could (or would) make such differently alloyed coins, other than 
a Governnent Mint, particularly if such work was alleged to have been 
done in the las-^ ten years. 

As I said earlier, I am sure that these coins are exactly what they 
purport to be, that is, experimental metal trials. Y/hile I honestly 
cannot believe that they could be anything else, I would like confirma¬ 
tion of my thinking, or at least thoughts and observations from your 
people indicating that I am (or am not) on the right track. 

Kindly bear in mind that all three pieces look exactly the same: 
the coin type is illustrated on page 225 (bottom) of "A Guide Book of 
United States Coins," 21st edition. A *-** 

I realize that my request for additional technical opinion rrom 
your people is quite an imposition, but as you must understand, I do 
not know of a better source for the right information. 

Thanking you in advance for your further help and cooperation, I 
remain. 


- Respectfully yours. 



JJFijaf 
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USEUM OF FINE ARTS boston, massachusetts 02115 

I ' 

' Rtltarch Laboratory- 


y M F A />. 


$20.00 Gold Coin 1853, 900 fine 

United States Assay Office of Gold 
San Francisco ' aap 

"Franklin hoard coin" USAOG- 

Weight 516.0 grains 

Property of Mr. Henry H. Clifford, Los Angeles, California 
Obv. 


Rev. 


Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
percentage of gold and silver or copper in the alloy; 
carried out by Florence 2. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston; requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 

Gola Silver Copper Iron 

Jo fe 

jo. 0 8.5 3.0 trace 

Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 437.4 mg. or 516.0 grains; 
specific gravity 17.41 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


.^Museum No. T.L. 13,430 
"Examination No. 67.12 
May 5, 1967 . 


r . ,,\ 
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MUSEUM OF FINE ARTS boston, Massachusetts 02115 


Rtttareh Lueoralory 

$20.00 Gold Coin 1853, 900 fine 

United States Assay Office of Gold 
San Francisco 

"Franklin hoard coin" USAOG-104 

Weight 516.6 grains 

Property of Mr. Werner Amelingmeier, Merrick, New York 

Obv. Pin-point rim dig above 1. stand of A in STATES. Diagonal 
dig in field below 1. stand of first T in STATES. Curved 
scratch in r. field above scroll end pointing between ER of 
AMERICA. 

Rev. Nick in border field at a point just below ll'o'ciock. 



Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
percentage of gold and silver or copper in the aLcy; 
carried out by Florence E. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston, requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 


Gold 

% 

Silver 

% 

Copper 

70 

39.0 

9.0 

p 

cn 

b 


Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 476 mg. or 516.6 grains, • 
specific gravity 17.44 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


Museum No. T.L. 13,429 
Examination No. 67.11. 
May 5, 1967 


Technical Assistant 








MUSEUM OF FINE ARTS boston, Massachusetts 02115 



$ 20.00 Gold Coin 


1853, 900 fine 


United States Assay Office of Gold 
San Francisco . 

"Franklin hoard coin " uSAGG-111 

Weight 514.6 grains 

Property of Mr. Harry J. Forman, Philadelphia, Pennslyvania 

Obv. Vertical field scratch from 1. side of upright of second T in 
STATES to scroll at a point above r. stand of T in TKGUS.^ 
Vertical dig in field below scroll directly below L side 0 : H 
in THOUS. Shallow surface dig in field opposite shield oe- 
tween (closer to) U of UNITED and T of TWENTY. 

Rev. Defect in field following center of E in OFFICE; light diag¬ 
onal scratch from this point to center of 1. stand of N in 
FRANCISCO. Spot in field near right frame line, diagonally 
below Y of. ASSAY. 


Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
percentage of gold and silver or copper in the alloy; 
carried out by Florence E. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston; requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 


Gold 

% 


Silver 

Of 


91.0 8.0 


Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 345 mg. or 514.6 grains; 
specific gravity 17.945 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


Museum No. T.L. 13,428 
Examination No. 67.10 
May 5, 1967 • 



Technic aNAss istant 






July 27, 19^7 


Hr. John J. Ford, Jr. 

Nunismatiot 

I.76 Hendrickson Avenue 

Rockville Centre, L. I., N. Y. l\$10 

Dear Kr. Ford: 

& 

X have before ne your moot interesting letter concerning your 
continuing study of California gold coins struck by the "U. S. Assay. 
Office of Gold," at San Francisco, California, dated 1853* 

In on effort to place your questions in proper perspective, our 
technical people feel that ve should review the situation surrounding 
Mint problems, including availability of refined metals during the 
early history of the Mint. 

The Act of April 2, 1792, vhich established the first U. S. 

Hint, stated that gold coins were to be composed of "gold, silver, 
and copper." The Zaglc was to contain grains of pure gold or 

270 grains of standard gold. The coin was to consist of 916.6 parts 
per thousand of gold, the balance of the alloy being "silver and 
copper, in such proportions non exceeding one half silver . * . <" 

The Act of January id, 1837, provided that the standard for 
gold coins chould be "that of 1000 parts by weight, SCO shall be of 
pure metal, and 100 of alloy; and the alloy of the gold coins shall be 
of copper and silver/provided that the silver do not exceed one-half 
of the vhole alloy."’ 

The coinage Act of February 12, 1873, provided "that the alloy 
of gold coin shall be of copper, or of copper and silver, out the sil¬ 
ver shall in no case exceed one-tenth of the whole alio* *" 

The reduction in the permissible amount of silver accomplished 
by the later legislation, was simply taking inoo account the progress 
that had occurred in the extraction aud refining of gold bullion. 

■ Tha ancient practice, and one uaed extensively in the early steps 
of development of the California gold lodes, consisted of exposure of 
native grains of gold or crudely crushed and pulverised gold ores to a 
high temperature in a crude furnace lined with oone ash« m X£. subjected^ 
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to a blaot of air when molten, virtually all of the base petals, by 
tliis fire refining procedure, vere oxidized and retained In the Done ash, 
leaving a precious netul button. 

Bio gold button always contained silver, and depending upon the 
okill with which the work was done, a certain amount of copper. Such 
netal was accepted by the Mints as "unparted." Such fire refined 
deposits, if they net the Mint’s empirical tc3t for "toughening," were 
blended together after assay so as to make coinage ingot a that would 
meet statutory requirements. 

In short, it van not until Just prior to the pa g sage of the Act 
of 1873, that other refilling methods employing acid processes, provided 
for the separation and purification of gold and silver. Thus, the amount 
of silver in gold coins could bo reduced to not more than "one-tenth of 
the whole alloy." 

It is probable that private coins of the period vere mace under 
similar conditions; i.e., the presence of varying amounts of silver and 
copper in such coins is to be expected. Private coins vere not required 
to meet the above composition requirements. 

Based upon the above background and the analyses of the subject gold 
coins as reported by the Museum of line Arts, Boston, ve aro t-uu con¬ 
clude as follows regarding the pieces: 

1 # Hie three coins do not meet the legal requirements as to fine¬ 
ness for United States coins manufactured during the period. 

2. The amounts of gold contained in the coins, as reported, range 
.from 88 to 9J-/J* These are reasonably close to vhnt might have 
been expected of a private mint producing nominally 900 fine 
pieces at that time. 

3* The silver content of the coins ranges from 8.0 to 9*C 1 ^- 
Hiio is approximately twice the permitted amount for United 
States coins, but would seen to represent reasonably good 
private practice in line with the state of the art during 
the period. 

However, in our opinion, a counterfeiter could have made up and 
produced alloys of the acme compositions at any time since the coins 
vere first manufactured. Our only interpretation of the analytical re¬ 
sults- la that they do not conclusively prove the coins to be counterfeit. 

Your letter states, in part, "The coins turned out to have entirely 
different amounts of both gold and silver, the amounts being mathematically 
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even and apparently the result of deliberate intent on the j^rt of the 
makers rather than the result of chance. It ia now ray thought that I 
have hit upon just about positive evidence that these coins are anything 
but false, and that they are clearly the result of United States 
Assay Office experimentation." 

Our technical staff docs not believe these conclusions ore justi¬ 
fied. Since vc do not have available the specific tolerances which vore 
maintained by the United States Assay Office of Gold in the manufacture 
of its coins, ve feel that the amounts of gold and the amounts of silver 
contained in the three questioned pieces are substantially the same, 
rather than "entirely different.'*' Also, ve feel thab you are misinterpreting 
the reported analytical values as being "mathematically even." This ratter • 
can be determined by your discussing the natter vith the analysts, but ve 
interpret the gold analysis results as having been reported to the nearest 
.1$. That is to say, Examination Ho. 67 .12 Reports Gold as 08.0$, meaning 
that tho gold content probably is nearer to 03$ than it is to either o 7 
or 89 $. It is likely that the results ore an average of several reliable 
assay determinations which lias been rounded off to the nearest full per¬ 
cent. Further, since the three alloys, would be Irdisu- .guishable in their 
manufacturing and coining properties it is not likely -nut any mint would 
have considered making them as "experimental metal all. ys." 


Eased on our experience with counterfeit United States Gold Coins, 
ve feel that there have been many places throughout the world, during tne 
paot ten years, where such pieces as those in question could have been 
counterfeited profitably if they could have been marketed at $150 or more. 

We regret that ve have not been of more assists... ^ to you in this 
matter, but ve feel that you must rely on more conclusive evidence than 
composition by x-ray fluorescent analysis to conclude that you "have his 
upon just about positive evidence that these coins are anything but false." 
While such analyses may prove that a questioned coin is not what it is 
purported to be, they cannot prove that such a piece is genuine. Addition¬ 
al evidence is necessary. 

If there is additional information which ve might be able to furnish, 
ve shall do our best to assist you. 

Sincerely, 

[fSigned) Eva Adams 
.*■ ■' Eva Adams 

' Director of the Hint 




JOHN J. FORD, JR. 

176 Hendrickson Avenue 
Rockville Centre, New York 


July 13, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 


Dear Ronnie: 

From the beginning, I have been more than co¬ 
operative in turning over fcfemcoins in my possession to 
Mr. Newman, in further giv'tng^Mr. Newman information in 
my possession and even in inviting him, at the suggestion 
of the arbitrators, to visit me, an invitation which he 
has seen fit to refuse. 

The latest information is that even though the 
Kagin brothers have released to me the three Kagin coins, 

Mr. Newman, who has had possession of these coins for over 
a year, refuses to let me even examine them and photograph 
them. Furthermore, Dr. Sloss* specimen (one of the seven 
proofs) has not been sent to the Boston Museum of Fine Arts, 
as I had requested. 

I thought that all of us, including Mr. Newman, 
were anxious to determine the truth. If this be the case, 

I see no reason why I, and even the Boston Museum of Fine 
Arts, should be refused access to the coins under Mr. 
Newman's control. 

I am prepared to present extensive facts showing 
that these coins are not counterfeit as Mr. Newman has pro¬ 
claimed. As you know, I am personally involved since I 
bought these coins from Paul Franklin and resold many of 
them. 


In view of all of the above facts, I feel it 
imperative to bring with me to the arbitration an attorney, 
who Is a friend of mine, Mr. John F. Finn, Jr., of 120 
Broadway, New York City, to examine Mr. Newman in connection 
with his "report" submitted to you in Chicago last August. 
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This ’report” as well as Mr. Newman's activities should be 
fully analyzed by the arbitrators In the interest of arriving 
at the truth. It la of paramount Importance that Mr. Newnsan 
be present jo that he can be examined as to the validity of 
his "report." I am confident that the examination of Mr. 

Newman will make It crystal clear to the panel that his 
analysis is Incorrect, and because of the substantial ex¬ 
pense which I am assuming in connection with the hearing, 
next month, I request the panel to promptly inform Mr. 

Newman of my plans so that he may be available at and 
prepared for cross-examination by my attorney on his pur¬ 
ported report. 

I also want to present facts showing that these 
coins are genuine and since the examination of Mr. Newman 
and the presentation by me of the facts that I have assembled 
may take some time, I suggest that whatever day you schedule 
your panel meeting, you plan on the possibility of going into 
a second day, if thet should prove necessary. Frankly, I do 
not think that it will take more than one day, but there is 
always that possibility. Since Mr. Finn must travel from 
New York exclusively for the purpose of attending the penal 
meeting, I would like to advise him as quickly as possible 
as to the two days that he should be available so that he 
can plan his time accordingly. 

With your permission, I would like to engage, at 
my own expense, a court reporter who will report on everything 
that Is said at the hearing. I will make a copy of the report¬ 
er's transcript available to each of the arbitrators. 

Finally, I request that Harvey Stack should be 
permitted to testify as a witness for Tommy Ryan. I think 
he can make a strong contribution to the panel meeting, since 
he has handled a tremendous amount of pioneer gold in the 
last dozen years or so and is familiar, as a highly respected 
dealer, with the type of coins that are at issue. 

I would therefore appreciate hearing from you as 
soon as possible as to the scheduled day or possibly two days 
that will be set down for the panel hearing, so that I can 
advise Mr. Finn and whether there is any objection to my 
i^ving a transcript made of the aesslon and, finally, whether 
Harvey Stack may be permitted to testify as a witness for 
Tommy Ryan, 


I will await your word. 


Very truly yours. 


John J. Ford, Jr 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5, Missouri 


July lh, 1967 


lasers. 

Ronnie Carr 
Lester Merkin 
Herbert K. Bergen 
Arbitrators 


rtel Garland vs, R: an 


Gentlemen* 


USA 00 Coin 06 in our report has the helical marks of 


a lathe tool. It was shown that these tool marks were on the 
planchet before striking. The tool marks are an identical 
distance opart at all visible points (approximately .008 inches) 
and therefore resulted from s tool which was advanced by an 
automatic crossfeed when the planchet was being rotated. We 
have never been able to locate any other coin with such char¬ 
acteristics. 


While we have not found evidence of any automatic cross¬ 


feed lathe being used in America by 1853, the idea was patented 
in England in 1835. However, for such a lathe to have been in 
California in 1853 is almost an impossibility due to the lack 
of development of manufacturing there by that time. Ihe reason 
it would have had to be in California is that Coin #6 was 
struck at a time when the serifs on the E of TWENTY, the E of 
AMERICA and the I of UNITED on the obverse die hsd already 
disappeared due to the closure of these parts in the die and 
when the reverse die had already broken in the lettering - ell 
of these characteristics having developed from the use of the 
dies for production coinage in California. 

Since our original report touched on this subject 30 
lightly, these additional considerations are added. 


Very truly yours. 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


July lit, 1957 

COPY OF A LETTER 


Reft Garland vf. Ryan 


Oentlerens 


#6 report has rki of 

a lath® tool* II van shown that these tool narks were on the 
plancfeet b. fore striving. The tool mark? are an identical 

■ ' aid 'shle points* (approximately *008 Inches) 

as ad - ' 7 . • 

\ planchet nae be: rotated* We 

ha t never been able i r locate any other co'n rtth ruch char- 
actc r?. sties, 

J I 

fee lathe bei meriea 1 3 853, i he 5 tee v i patent* ! 

in England ' . ch a latl 

Ca"l 'Vcria in l° r -3 -•? sloorl °r fb’' • ’• fo i) • lack 

of here time, 

it T "-‘! have h'-d to be 'n ^’v^rv'! *■ that Coin **5 vss 

struck at a tli hen tl serif* the 1 f the I f 

' 1 t3 of . r ! ' al *pe die had a3 -g 

dina; -caret due to f1 ■ closure ) r there t arts in i 1/ die and 
l ■■ . . " had a3 tdy broke 3 ' ring - all 

racteristi '.. 1 if tJ ! th< 

. 

Since our original report touched on this subjoc" so 
lightly, these additional considerations are added. 

Very truly yours. 


BRK P, NiSUAN NU 1 SI K71C 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EFN/atb 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


cjUidas groaefi 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 



RONNIE CARR 


Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 



Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


July y, 1967 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


July 2 $, 1967 


Mr, Arthur Sagin 
Hollinbeek-Segin Co* 

U00 Royal Onion Bldg* 
Des Koines, Iowa $0309 

Dear Art* 


On Jan® 13, 1967 Paul asked us to send to John Ford 
your three USAOG pieces which you loaned us* Because of in¬ 
structions to ua in a letter from Ronnie Carr dated January 11, 
1967 we asked for a further directive from the PNO Arbitration 
Panel in our letter to Ronnie Carr dated June 19, 1967. 

Yesterday we received e copy of Ronnie Carr's letter 
of July 19, 1967 to John Ford indicating that you had satisfied 
the Panel as to agreeing that the Panel could examine them 
after John Ford had* 

Accordingly they are being sent to John Ford today 
by Registered Mail. He are sorry all these complicetins have 
arisen and realise that your position has not been an easy one. 

Kindest regards. 


CCi Mr* Ronnie Carr 

Mr, Herbert H* Bergen 

Hr* Lester Herkin-- 

Mr* Leo A, Young 
Mr* John J, Ford, Jr* 


EPS 

a tb 


Sincerely yours. 



ERIC P. MW MAM NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


July 25, 1967 


Mr. John J. Ford, Jr. 
176 Hendrickson Avenue 
iockville Centre 
Long Island, Mow York 


hot Hrland vs. :yen 


Dear Johns 


In accordance with our enclosed copy of letter 
to Arthur Kagin we enclose herewith the three 1853 
USA00 $20 pieeee loaned to ua by the Kagins. We were 
instructed by Paul Kagin (6A3/67 letter) to tell you 
to be very careful In the handling of these pieces. 

After you hare finished with them we ere 
advised that the understanding ia that you are to aend 
them to the PJIO Arbitration Panel. 


Sincerely yours, 



for 

EHIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


CCt Mr. Konnie Carr 

Mr. Herbert M* Bergen 
Mr* Lester Mertcin - 
wr. Leo A. Young 
Mr. Arthur Kagin 


R80IST RED MAIL| 

RETURN RECEIPT REQUEST D 

EPI 

atb 


A NON PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


July 26, 1967 


Mr* f-onnie Carr 
P.O*Bor 1113 
Tulare, California 

Deer Ronnie 1 Rei Garland vs* Ryan 

In your letter of July 20, 1967 you asked if ve could 
explain the significance of the Garland specimen being thicker 
and larger in diameter than the Carr specimen* 

We h8ve never seen the Carr specimen and do not have 
any details concerning it* However, when a coin is 900 fine 
with respect to gold, the impurities weigh 10$ (100 fine) of 
the coin's total weight* If there is more silver as an impurity 
in one gold coin or more copper ea an impurity in another gold 
coin these coins would have different specific gravities and 
e different cubic volume even though their weight was the same, 
silver having a higher specific gravity than copper* 

The collar used in the striking of the Garland piece 
has large spaces in between its 170 reeds while the Carr piece 
probably has much smaller indentations in between its 162 reeds. 
This might affect the thickness because the volume of the coin 
ia changed by the amount of metal needed to fill the reeded 
space. Since the coins were each struck in different collars, 
the outside diameter of the collars would deviate* 

It was the position in our testimony that a felse collar 
with the wrong number of reeds was used in striking the Garland 
coin and this collar produced reeds which are trapesoidal in 
cross section with inclined aides of remarkable straightness* 

We hope these thoughts will help you in analysing your 
measurements* 



EPW/atb ERIC P* NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 

EDUCATION SOCIETY 

CCi Mr, Lester Merkin 
Mr. Herbert M,Bergen 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


July 26, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P. . ox 1113 
Tulare, California 


Ret Garland vs, Ryan 


Dear Ronniet 

In your letter of July 19, 1967 to John J.Ford 
and in your letter to me of July 20,1967, you stated that 
you would like to have me present in Miami during the 
August 8-12 period. Unfortunately I will not be able to 
attend. 


Last yesr I was asked to attend the International 
Numismatic Congress whioh begins August 23, 1967, in 
Copenhagen, and was subsequently asked to give a paper 
in addition to writing up American numismatic research 
progress. I had to use ray own and my wife's vacation 
time for the trip to Europe and must be back Labor Day 
in connection with my regular employment. Therefore, in 
January, my wife and I arranged to buy a car and tour 
seven countries behind the Iron Curtain during August. 

Vie are sure you realise that for one year since 
the hearing began in Chicago, in August, 1966, we have 
tried to answer and have stood ready to answer, to the 
best of our ability, all inquiries concerning our testi¬ 
mony or otherwise relating to the arbitration. The fact 
that others have withheld questions so long is not of 
our making. 

Sincerely yours, 



ERIC P.NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
KPM/atb EDUCATION SOCIETY 

CC« Mr. Lester Merkin 

Mr. Herbert M. Bergen 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



RONNIE CARR 



July 26, 1967 [} 


Dear Lester: 

Here is the list for the identification of the owners of the USAOG 
coins mentioned in the Eric P. Newman testimony. T his will assist you 
in better understanding the N e wman report. 


No. 1 

James Sloss 

2 

James Sloss 

3 

dairies Sloss 

h 

James Sloss 

a $ 

Paul r arland 

t 

Herbert Tobias 

7 

James Sloss (Proof "fake") 

8 

Norweb Collection 

9 

Norweb Collection 

10 

Johns Hopkins University 

11 

Johns N 0 pkins University 

'14-12 

Farouk-Kosoff (Proof "genuine" 

13 

Fric F. Newman 

- Hi 

Harry Forman 

; 

9 

16 

Kagin Erothers 

17 

Hagin Brothers 

18 

Kagin Brothers 

19 

Eric P* Newman 

M 20 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

M - 21 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

1 n. | 22 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

^ t l) 23 

John J. Ford, Jr. 

2h 

John J. Ford, Jr. 


John J. Ford, Jr. 


Herb Bergen rd.ll be in New York August 3rd. and will be paying you a 
visit. It will afford him an opportuhity to bring you up-to-date on 
matters. 


For our hearing date ... does Wed. Aug. 9th. at 2:00 p.m. and Thurs. Aug. 10th. 
at 10:00 a.m. meet with your approval. We might possibly have to go into 
a secondjiayr^^ 5 far hose times are not conflicting with Bergen or myself. 
Now^hiouesj^n is, "Will you be affectedjjsiMfe those dates?" If so, please 
jTscuss iir^with Herb when he sees you. All from this end. 



< tX('e (jUidas tfoucb 
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C.S.N.A No. 1050 


July 27, 1967 


Mr. John J. Ford, Jr. 

Nunianxitiat 

176 Hendrickson Avenue 

Rockville Centre, L. I., N. Y. l\$10 

Rear Kr. Ford: ^ 

O 

I have before ne your coot interesting letter concerning your 
continuing etudy of California gold coins struck by the 'TJ. S. Assay 
Office of Gold," at San Francisco, California, dated 1853 . 

In an effort to place your educations in proper peropcctive, our 
technical people feel that ve should review the situation surrounding 
Mint problem, including availability of refined re tala during the 
early hlotory of the Mint. 

The Act of April 2, 17$2, -which established the first U. S. 

Hint, stated that gold coins were to be composed of "gold, silver, 
and copper." The Eagle wu3 to contain 2h7 : V grains of pure gold or 
270 grains of standard gold. The coin vao to consist of 916.6 parts 
per thousand of gold, tne balance of the alloy being "silver and 
copper, in ouch proportions not exceeding one half silver . . . ." 

The Act of January lO, 1337, provided that the standard for 
gold coins should bo "that of 1000 parts by weight, 900 shall- be of 
pure r.ets.1, and 100 of alloy; and the alloy of the gold coins shall be 
of copper and silver / provided that the silver do not excecu one-half 
of the whole alloy. 

The Coinage Act of February 12, 1873, provided "that the alloy 
of gold coin shall bo of copper, or of copper and silver; but the sil¬ 
ver shall in no case exceed one-tenth of the whole alloy." 

The reduction in the perrrlooible ar-.ount of silver accomplished 
by the later legislation, vao sinply taking into account the progress 
that had occurred in the extraction and refining of gold bullion. 

The ancient practice, and one used extensively in the early steps 
of development of the California gold lodes, consisted of exposure of 
native grains of gold or crudely crushed and pulverized gold ores to a 
.high temperature in a crude furnace lined with bona ash.■. X£ sub^ected^ 
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to a blast of air viien molten, virtually all of the base metals, by 
this fire refining procedure, vere oxidized and retained in the bone ash, 
leaving a precious metal button. 

The gold button always contained silver, and depending upon the 
shill with vhich the vork -was done, a certain amount of copper. Such 
metal vas accepted by the Mints as "unparted." Such fire refined 
deposits, if they met the Mint's empirical test for "toughening," vere 
blended together after assay so as to make coinage ingots that vould 
meet statutory requirements. 

In short, it vas not until Just prior to the passage of the Act 
of 1873/ that other refining methods employing acid processes, provided 
for the separation and purification of gold and silver. Hus, the amount 
of silver in gold coins could be rcuiced to not more than "one-tenth of 
the vbole alloy." 

It is probable that private coin3 of the period vere made under 
similar conditions; i.e., the presence of varying amounts of silver and 
copper in such coins is to be expected. Private coins vere not repaired 
to meet the above composition requirements. 

Based upon the above background and the analyses of the subject gold 
coins as reported by the Museum of line Arts, Boston, va are able to con¬ 
clude as folioW3 regarding the pieces: 

1* The three coins do not meet the legal requirements as to fine¬ 
ness for United States coins manufactured during the period. 

2. The amounts of gold contained In the coins, as reported, range 
.from 88 to 91 These are reasonably close to vbat might have . 
been expected of a private mint producing nominally 900 fine 
pieces at that time. 

3* He silver content of the coins ranges from 8.0 to 

His is approximately twice the permitted amount for United 
States coins, but vould seen to represent reasonably good 
private practice in line vith the state of the art during 
the period. 

However, in our opinion, a counterfeiter could have made up and 
produced alloys of the seme compositions at any time since the coins 
vere first manufactured. Our only interpretation of the analytical re- 
sulti is that they do not conclusively prove the coins to be counterfeit. 

four letter states, in part, "The coins turned out to have entirely 
different amounts of both gold and silver, the amounts being mathematically 
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even and apparently the rc3ult of deliberate intent on the part of the 
cabers rather than the recult of chance. It is now my thought that I 
have hit upon Just about pocitive evidence that these coins are anything 
but falGe, and that they arc clearly the result of United States 
Assay Office experimentation." 

Our technical staff docs not believe these conclusions ore Justi¬ 
fied. Since ve do not have available the specific tolerances vhich vere 
maintained by the United States Assay Office of Gold in the manufacture 
of its coins, wo feel that the amounts of gold and the amounts of silver 
contained in the three questioned pieces are substantially the same, 
rather than "entirely different." Also, ve feel that you are misinterpreting 
the reported analytical values as being "mathematically even." This ratter 
can be determined by your discussing the tatter with the analysts, but ve 
interpret the gold analysis results as having been reported to the nearest 
1$* That is to say, Examination No. 67*12 reports Gold a3 08. Op, meaning 
■that the gold content probably is nearer to 88$ than it is to either 87 
or 89 $. It is likely that the results are an average of several reliable 
assay determinations vhich has been rounded off to the nearest full per¬ 
cent. Further, since the three alloys would be indistinguishable in their 
manufacturing and coining properties it is not likely that any mint would 
have considered caking then as "experimental metal alloys." 

Based on our experience with counterfeit United States Gold Coins, 
ve feel that there have been cany places throughout the world, during the 
paat ten years, where such pieces as those in question could have been 
counterfeited profitably if they could have been marketed at $150 or more. 

Ve regret that ve have not been of core assistance to you in this 
matter, but ve feel that you nust rely on more conclusive evidence than 
composition by x-ray fluorescent analysis to conclude that you "have hit 
upon Just about positive evidence that these coins are anything but false." 
Vhile such analyses may prove that a questioned coin is not what it is 
purported to be, they cannot prove that such a piece is genuine. Addition¬ 
al evidence is necessary. 

If there 13 additional information vhich ve might be able to furnish, 
ve shall do our best to assist you. 

Sincerely, 

. JSlgned) Eva Adaaa 

- Eva Adams 

Director of the Hint 



MUSEUM OF FINE ARTS 


BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 


Rmarth Labenltr/ 


. $20.00 Gold Coin 1853, 900 fine 

United States Assay Office of Gold ' 

San Francisco 

"Franklin hoard coin " USACG-111 

Weight 514.6 grains 

Property of Mr. Harry J. Forman, Philadelphia, Pennslyvania 


Obv. Vertical field scratch from 1. side of upright of second T in 
STATES to scroll at a point above r. stand of T in TKGU3. 
Vertical dig in field below scroll directly below 1. side of H 
in THOUS. Shallow surface dig in field opposite shield be¬ 
tween (closer to) U of UNITED and T of TWENTY. 

Rev. Defect in field following center of E in OFFICE; light diag¬ 
onal scratch from this point to center of 1. stand of N in 
FRANCISCO. Spot in field near right frame line, diagonally 
below Y of ASSAY. 


Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
• percentage of gold and silver or copper in the alloy; 
carried out by Florence E. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston; requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 

Gold Silver 

% % 

- 91.0 8.0 

Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 345 mg. or 514.6 grains; 
specific gravity 17.945 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


Museum No. T.L. 13,428 
Examination No. 67.10 
May 5, 1967 • 


’iecmucai - Assistant 
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MUSEUM OF FINE ARTS 


BOSTON. MASSACHUSETTS 02113 



Kintrtk lth»r*)try 


$20.00 Gold Coin 1853, 900 fine 

United States Assay Office of Gold 
San Francisco 

"Franklin hoard coin" USAOG-104 

Weight 516.6 grains 

Property of Mr. Werner Amelingmeier, Merrick, New York 

Obv. Pin-point rim dig above 1. stand of A in STATES. Diagonal 
dig in field below 1. stand of first T in STATES. Curved 
scratch in r. field above scroll end pointing between ER of 
AMERICA. 

Rev. Nick in border field at a point just below 11'o'clock. 


Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
percentage of gold and silver or copper in the alloy; 
carried out by Florence E. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston, requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 


Gold 

% 

Silver 

% 

Cogper 

89.0 

9.0 

0.5-1.0 


Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 476 mg. or 516.G grains, 
specific gravity 17.44 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


Museum No. T.L. 13,429 
Examination No. 67.11 
May 5, 1967 


Technical Assistant 






MUSEUM OF FINE ARTS 



Rtmrch Laiortlcry 


$20.00 Gold Coin 1853, 900 fine 

United States Assay Office of Gold 
San Francisco 

"Franklin hoard coin" USAOG- 

Weight 516.0 grains 

Property of Mr. Henry H. Clifford, Los Angeles, California 
Obv. 


Rev. 


Analysis of the coin by X-ray fluorescence to determine the 
percentage of gold and silver or copper in the alloy; 
carried out by Florence E. Whitmore, Research 
Laboratory, Museum of Fine Arts, Boston; requested 
by John J. Ford, Jr., Long Island, New York. 


Gold 

Silver 

Copper 

% 

Iron 

% 

% . 

a 

/C 

88.0 

8.5 

3.0 

trace 


Weight of gold coin: 33 gr. 437.4 mg. or 516.0 grains; 
specific gravity 17.41 (rel. humidity 46, temp. 77°F.) 


^Museum No. T.L. 13,430 
"Examination No. 67.12 
May 5, 1967 . 


.. _,\ 

Technical Assistant - 








TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


WASHINGTON. D.C. 20220 


OFFICE OF 

DIRECTOR OF THE MINT 


July 27, 1967 


Mr. John J. Ford, Jr. 

Numismatist 

176 Hendrickson Avenue 

Rockville Centre, L. I., N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Ford: 

I have before me your most interesting letter concerning your 
continuing study of California gold coins struck by the "U. S. Assay 
Office of Gold," at San Francisco, California, dated 1853. 

In an effort to place your questions in proper perspective, our 
technical people feel that we should review the situation surrounding 
Mint problems, including availability of refined metals during the 
early history of the Mint. 

The Act of April 2, 1792, which established the first U. S. 

Mint, stated that gold coins were to be composed of "gold, silver, 
and copper. " The Eagle was to contain grains of pure gold or 

2*i’0 grains of standard gold. The coin was to consist of 916.6 parts 
per thousand of gold, the balance of the alloy being "silver and 
copper, in such proportions not exceeding one half silver . . . 

The Act of January 18, 1837, provided that the standard for 
gold coins should be "that of 1000 parts by weight, 900 shall be of 
pure metal, and 100 of alloy; and the alloy of the gold coins shall be 
of copper and silver, provided that the silver do not exceed one-half 
of the whole alloy." 

The Coinage Act of February 12, l873> provided "that the alloy 
of gold coin shall be of copper, or of copper and silver; but the sil¬ 
ver shall in no case exceed one-tenth of the whole alloy." 

The reduction in the permissible amount of silver accomplished 
by the later legislation, was simply taking into account the progress 
that had occurred in the extraction and refining of gold bullion. 

The ancient practice, and one used extensively in the early steps 
of development of the California gold lodes, consisted of exposure of 
native grains of gold or crudely crushed and pulverized gold ores to a 
high temperature in a crude furnace lined with bone ash. If subjected 
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to a blast of air when molten, virtually all of the base metals, by 
this fire refining procedure, were oxidized and retained in the bone ash, 
leaving a precious metal button. 

The gold button always contained silver, and depending upon the 
skill with which the work was done, a certain amount of copper. Such 
metal was accepted by the Mints as "unparted." Such fire refined 
deposits, if they met the Mint's empirical test for "toughening," were 
blended together after assay so as to make coinage ingots that would 
meet statutory requirements. 

In short, it was not until just prior to the passage of the Act 
of 1873, that other refining methods employing acid processes, provided 
for the separation and purification of gold and silver. Thus, the amount 
of silver in gold coins could be reduced to not more than "one-tenth of 
the whole alloy." 

It is probable that private coins of the period were made under 
similar conditions; i.e., the presence of varying amounts of silver and 
copper in silch coins is to be expected. Private coins were not required 
to meet the above composition requirements. 

Based upon the above background and the analyses of the subject gold 
coins as reported by the Museum of Fine Arts, Boston, we are able to con¬ 
clude as follows regarding the pieces: 

1. The three coins do not meet the legal requirements as to fine¬ 
ness for United States coins manufactured during the period. 

2. The amounts of gold contained in the coins, as reported, range 
from 88 to 91/6* These are reasonably close to what might have 
been expected of a private mint producing'nominally 900 fine 
pieces at that time. 

3. The silver content of the coins ranges from 8.0 to 9*0 
This is approximately twice the permitted amount for United 
States coins, but would seem to represent reasonably good 
private practice in line with the slate of the art during 
the period. 

However, in our opinion, a counterfeiter could have made up and 
produced alloys of the same compositions at any time since the coins 
were first manufactured. Our only interpretation of the analytical re¬ 
sults is that they do not conclusively prove the coins to be counterfeit. 

Your letter states, in part, "The coins turned out to have entirely 
different amounts of both gold and silver, the amounts being mathematically 
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even and apparently the result of deliberate intent on the part of the 
makers rather than the result of chance. It is now my thought that I 
have hit upon just about positive evidence that these coins are anything 
but false, and that they are clearly the result of United States 
Assay Office experimentation." 

Our technical staff does not believe these conclusions are justi¬ 
fied. Since we do not have available the specific tolerances which were 
maintained by the United States Assay Office of Gold in the manufacture 
of its coins, we feel that the amounts of gold and the amounts of silver 
contained in the three questioned pieces are substantially the same, 
rather than "entirely different." Also, we feel that you are misinterpreting 
the reported analytical values as being "mathematically even." This matter 
can be determined by your discussing the matter with the analysts, but we 
interpret the gold analysis results as having been reported to the nearest 
1$. That is to say. Examination No. 67*12 reports Gold as 88.0$, meaning 
that the gold content probably is nearer to 88$ than it is to either 87 
or 89$. It is likely that the results are an average of several reliable 
assay determinations which has been rounded off to the nearest full per¬ 
cent. Further, since the three alloys would be indistinguishable in their 
manufacturing and coining properties it is not likely that any mint would 
have considered making them as "experimental metal alloys." 

Based on our experience with counterfeit United States Gold Coins, 
we feel that there have been many places throughout the world, during the 
past ten years, where such pieces as those in question could have been 
counterfeited profitably if they could have been marketed at $150 or more. 

We regret that we have not been of more assistance to you in this 
matter, but we feel that you must rely on more conclusive evidence than 
composition by x-ray fluorescent analysis to conclude that you "have hit 
upon just about positive evidence that these coins are anything but false." 
While such analyses may prove that a questioned coin is not what it is 
purported to be, they cannot prove that such a piece is.genuine. ,Addition¬ 
al evidence is necessary. 


If there is additional information which we might be able to furnish, 
we shall do our best to assist you. 


Sincerely, 




Eva Adams 

Director of the Mint 





RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 

Area Code 209 


July 31, 1967 


Dear Lester: 

you 

Please bring with^to Miami your set of the LARGE Eric F. Newnan photo¬ 
graphs. Hope you have them. Herb can’t find his and only three of 
mine are left .... someone didn’t return them to me. It might be of 
value to compare some notes -with the photo set. 



A.N.A. No. 46932 


ejTlie Jilidas TToucli 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


U. S. TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
MAIN BUILDING 


August 11, 19^7 


Miss Adams: 


Ruth Picknell brought the enclosed memo to Jim 
Rowley, dated April 12, 1966, to the office to give 
us a little more information on thd subject. You 
will note from the letter from Ford, dated Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1966, that the 1853 pieces are not considered 
an obligation of the United States and the Secret 
Service will take no action regarding counterfeit 
coins. This is somewhat similar to the German coins 
referred to in the April 12th memo. However, anybody 
making these pieces, although not guilty of violating 
the counterfeit statutes, apparently is in violation 
of the Gold Reserve Act Regulations. Accordingly, 
the Gold and Silver Division would be interested in 
any information on the manufacture and circulation 
of such pieces. 


I See you Monday. 





F. W. Tate, 


Frederick W. Tate 


Room 2064 


Ext. 5877 






AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 


Chutmd bjr CoBSnwi 
HERBERT M. BERGEN 
Fir*t Vice President 

604 No. Harbor Blvd., FULLERTON, CALIF. 92632 

October 19,1967 


Dear Ronnies 

Eholoaing photocopy of invoice from Walter G. McCrone fo 
microprobe tests of two gold coins. I paid this with my 
check as shown. I have now paid out total of $610.00 
for panel tests. So far I have received $250.00 from 
PNG. Have billed AHA for $250.00 they agreed to contribute. 

Where is the other $110.00 coning from ? Who will help? 

You will recall that Mr. Watkins had the promise of free 
tests, (activation analysis and X-Ray fluorescence) by 
Mr. Maynard Pro of the U. S. Government, concerning which 
I sent you copy of letter from Watkins to Pro dated 9/1/67* 

I firmly believe we should accept this offer of a free test 
even if it extends our time of final decision. Think this 
over so vre can decide what to do when we meet at Disneyland. 

For your information, I am going to Denver next Monday and 
from there to Montana and North Dakota to look after several 
oil wells we have drilling now. I exoect to be back by November 
1st, but should I be delayed a day or so I will call you or 
Lester at Disneyland. I should surely make it back by Saturday, 
November I|.th. So dont give me up. 

I was greatly amused by the two letters, one from John Ford 
and the other from his legal beagle, Mr. Finn. Evidently the 
stand we took about the Breen evidence gave them something to 
ponder over. How can they take it back sf ter they once intro¬ 
duced it after the Miami meeting? Finn should have "mixed 
emotions" about that bit of legal maneuvering we pulled on 
his client. 

The thing that really bothers me is that both Newman and Ford 
with his mouthpiece are not parties to the dispute over the 
Garland coin. The disputants are Ryan and Garland. The more 
I think about it the more I want to talk to ray lawyer about this. 
Newman on one side and Ford on the other are only acting as expert 
witnesses. 

My further thought on this case is that we should advise all 
parties that we are in the act of bringing the United States 
Government into this case to help us decide it. In a way we have 
Already a Government agency taking an interest and you might 
say an active part, namely. The Mint. Now, if we get Mr. Pro to 
make tests for us we really have the Government talcing a hand in 
the case. I wonder if Mr. Finn will like that? 


You show this to Lester Merkin if y< 
^Herio, my Dear Watson. Sh< 


ie/him Jpafore I see you, 
Sr^Bergen 




Strasser, Spiegelbero, Fried 8c Frank 

120 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10005 


2i2-es-4-e500 


washinoton office 
1700 K STREET, N.W. 
WASHINGTON. 0. C. EOOOG 
202 200-3300 




October 19, 1967 



OUR REFERENCE 


Mr. Paul E. Garland 
608 Mountain View Avenue 
Maryville, Tenn. 37801 

Re: Paul Garland-Thomas Ryan Arbitration 
Regarding Genuineness of USAOG 1853 
Double Eagle, Testimony John J. Ford, 

Jr. Expert Witness on behalf of 
Thomas Ryan Sustaining Genuineness. 

Dear Sir: 

The Arbitration Panel has requested our client, Mr. 

John J. Ford, Jr., to furnish you with a copy of his 
expert opinion in the above entitled matter which was 
presented at the final arbitration hearing last August 
in Miami Beach, Florida when you were present. 

Our client is agreeable to comply with such request 
upon your undertaking a commitment to him similar to that 
received from the Panel namely the expert opinion is 
delivered to you solely for your personal use and purposes 
in this arbitration and it is not, nor is any of its con¬ 
tents, now or hereafter, in part or in whole, to be directly 
or indirectly, exhibited, displayed, quoted or disseminated, 
to any other or others and in no event whatever is it to be,,. # 
directly or indirectly, disclosed or exhibited, to Messrs. 
Newman, Scloss, Fuld, Pittman or any news or publication 
media or their agents, employees or representatives except 
upon first securing from Mr. Ford his prior specific written 
authorization and consent thereto. In the event you make 
any comment to or send any writing to the Panel regarding 
it a copy must be simultaneously sent Mr. Ford. 


For your convenience in indicating your acquiescence 
in this arrangement we enclose herewith an additional 
copy of this letter and ask you to countersign it in 
the space provided and promptly return it to me in the 
enclosed air mail, stamped, self-addressed envelope 
whereupon we are authorized by Mr. Ford to forthwith 
transmit you a copy of the said expert opinion. 


JFF:JVG 
Enclosure 





JOHN J. FORD, JR. 

«y 



ROCKVILLE CENTRE. L. I.. N.Y. 


October 30, 1967 


Mr. Don Taxay 

c/o Chase Manhattan Bank Money Museum 
12Avenue of Americas 
New York, N.Y. 10020 

Dear Don: 

I am sending to you herewith a copy of my report on 
the Franklin Hoard of USAOG coins, presented in Miami Beach 
two and a half months ago at the ANA Convention. Also, you 
will find in the enclosed envelope a copy of the report by 
Walter Breen concerning the Franklin find. You will note some 
similarity between my report and that of Walter Breens', as 
bo^h were prepared from the same notations. Since some of 
Walter's comments were so pertinent, I utilized them in full, 
^he "stealing" was a one way street, as Walter, to this date, 
has not seen a copy of my report. 

I am also enclosing herewith the various actual size 
photographs that you indicated you wanted to study. I 
appreciate your making me a list of these, and I hope that 
you can get them back to me quickly, as I am concerned about 
the possibility of any of them getting lost. I am glad that 
you are satisfied with the 8x10 inch enlargements of the 
Mitchelson material, and if you need any additional enlarged 
photographs please do not hesitate to ask for them. 

I am very pleased that you have decided to make a formal 
study of the USAOG controversy. I have long valued your ob¬ 
jective approach to various situations, and I know full well 
that you have a mind of your own. If you need any additional 
assistance, please do not hesitate to call upon me. This 
particularly applies if you wish to physically study any of 
the Franklin Hoard material still in my possession. 

Very best personal regards. 


Sincerely 



JJF:dn 


P.S. At your convenience, kindly drop off^the USAOG micro¬ 
film that you made at the National Archives. 


November 2, 1967 




Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P.0. Box 1113 
Tulare, Cal. 932 7 1 * 


Dear Ronnies 

This is ray first opportunity to answer your letter of 
October 19th which arrived while I was in Chicago attending the 
PNG show. I have rot had a chance to reoly earlier because I 
have b«en involved with a local non-numismatic problem concern¬ 
ing a high pressure gas transmission line that the local utility 
company is putting in the Street in front of ray home. 

I hav<= been and am even more desirous than yew to ascertain 
the names of the Bank Teller and Bank President in the local 
Phoenix Arizona area Bank from whom Paul Franklin obtained most 
of the USAOG items. I thought that I had made my arrangement 
with Paul Franklin clear, in discussing it verbally and in writ¬ 
ing several time-. That agreement with Franklin being that he 
would never disclose to me specific names and his sources. This 
USAOG situation was no exception of that rule. 


In late August 1966, my wife and I visited Phoenix almost 
Immediately following the Chicago ANA Convention. At that time 
I realized it would be desirable for me to have some form of 
written evidence regarding Franklin’s source of the USAOG material. 
Accordingly, I asked him to visit the Bank President to establish 
that (a) the Bank President knew Franklin, and (b) that he also 
knew that Franklin obtained the various USAOG items from Lynn. 

To assist Franklin in obtaining this evidence I prepared an out¬ 
line of a letter th :t would cover the desired information and 
one which at the same time would keep the banker from becoming 
involved in any personal difficulties, income tax or otherwise. 

1 believe that Paul made two trips on this phase of the matter 
with his contact with the result that on the second trip I was 
given two unpublished USAOG coins and one similar "Proofing 
Piece.” These were delivered to me by Franklin with the under¬ 
standing that I could "pay anything for them that I wished," on 
the assumption that I was not to bother or involve the man in 
the Bank. Subsequently I took these three pieces with me to San 
Francisco nd I showed them to you, Leo and Gam Young and re¬ 
peated the story as Franklin told it to me. I Believe that this 
was on September 2, 1966. 


After returning home I wrote several letters to Paul Franklin 
and made several telephone calls to him, all in connection with 
my effort to obtain some kind of a written statement from the 
President of the local 3ank in the Phoenix area. As a result of 


my persistence Franklin reported that the Bank President was 
going to have his lawyer contact me, but I never heard from 
either the Bank President or his lawyer. 

I have never met or spoken to any one in connection with 
the origin of these USAOG items other than Paul Franklin. You 
undoubtedly know that Franklin left his wife and family last 
January after making support provisions for them. One of his 
sons left with him. After January I received two or three 
letters from Franklin, the last dated in April of this year. 

/ #ave heard that he returned to this country from abroad with 
his fifteen year old son in May, but neither his wife nor I 
have knowledge of his present whereabouts. It was my fervent 
wish and intent to have Paul at the hearing in Miami 3e«ch, 
Florida, so that he could tell you and the other Panel lenibers 
the source of the USAOG items. I knew tin at I could orcwe the 
coins authentic but having Franklin present would "put the 
icing on the cake.” I could not get him there because I could 
not locate him and I doubt if he has any concern whatever about 
the investigation or of ay interest in having him cooperate. 

I fail to see the similarity between my having secured a 
copy of Newman’s accusations and my strong feeling, in view of 
Newman’s repeated affronts to the Panel and his refusal to 
follow its suggestions if not in fact its directions, that 
under any conceivable theory Newman is not entitled to have a 
copy of my report and opinion. I am not interested in pointing 
out to Newman the areas of invalidity of his views and the 
mistaken background on which those views were built. The Panel 
made it clear that it would not later accept a further additional 
report from Newman and, therefore, what other purpose could my 
giving Newman a copy of my report accomplish except to advance 
his education something in which I have no interest. I did an 
enormous amount of work on ray report for the express purses e 
of clarifying the USAOG matter and assisting the Panel, but 
decline to utilize my report to educate Newman. 

It was clearly understood among all concerned In Miami 
Beach that neither Neman nor I should continue disseminating 
our opinion on the subject after August 12, 196?, but from that 
point on the matter was in the hands of the Panel. I thought 
that I had previously made it clear to the Panel members that I 
have nothing to withhold and have withheld nothing from them 
and have no intention of doing so except stopping at the point 
my efforts are to be used to educate Newman. However, as 
requested by the Panel, I had the copy of my report and opinion 
sent to Paul Garland. 


Very truly yours, 


JJF:dn 

cc~ L. Merkin, H. Bergen 



John J. Ford, Jr, 


L.A. Young 


November 11, 1967 


xxxxxxxxxxxxx 
65 East 56th Street 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Box 1113 

Tulare, California 9327^ 

Dear Ronnie: 

I'm enclosing the confidential material which 
I have examined quite thoroughly. Needless 
to say, I'm impressed. Here are my suggestions. 
There is no doubt that we will have to call 
the government in for assistance. I'd like 
to meet with you and Herb at the Southern 
Cal Convention in February in order to discuss 
this and other problems. 

We did not anticipate the need for funds 
and it does disturb me that we have been 
actually carrying the ordinary expenses. 

I believe it is an imposition to us that 
no one seems interested. I'm particularly 
miffed because Herb has had to lay out the 
funds. I wonder where the money will come 
from? I don't know how much good it will 
do to contact whoever it may be at the ANA 
and PNG. However, the above can be used as 
a reason for turning the mess over to the 
government. 

By the way. I'll be making contact with regard 
to the Cruit Glass. The quarter eagles arrived 
safely and I'll get in touch with you shortly. 


Regards 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

November 13, 1967 


Hr. Ronnie Carr, Chairman 
P»NfO Arbitration Panel 
P.O.Box 1113 
Tulare, California 


l.e: Garland vs. Ryan 


Dear Ronnie* 

In the August, 1967 Miami testimony of John J.Ford,Jr., 
there we a submitted certain evidence which we believe can 
resolve the entire issue in this proceeding in favor of the 
claimant. It consists of a reference on page 7 to certain 
correspondence whioh is set out in full as Appendix Items 
l, 5 and 7. 

Item 7 is a letter dated November 9, 1952 from Paul 
Franklin to John J. Ford, Jr. Items I* and 5 purport to be letters 
dated September, 1953 and October 18, 1953 from F. Korff to 
Paul Franklin. A study of the F. Korff letters and the facts 
relating to them shows them in our opinion to be spurious docu¬ 
ments prepared by Paul Franklin to give false pedigree to two 
$20 Blake ft Co. coins. W# have not seen the Blake I Co. coins 
end therefore would hesitate to form an opinion as to whether 
they were spurious, but since they were removed from regular 
listing in A Quids Book of United States Coins we assume others 
hsve challenged their genuineness. 

The content of the F. Korff letters is very contrived 
and artificial. The letters indicate that F. Korff has numis¬ 
matic knowledge. He points out the wear on one $20 coin end 
states that the other is off center and soldered to a gold link. 
He notes that the $20 pieces have the same die impression as 
the bars he sold Franklin. He stet s that these two $20 coins 
“were never put in circulation" and then says he "could be 
wrong". His sister is hesitant in selling and yet he lets 
her sell the nice specimen and keep the mutilated one. He 
states he doesn't know if the offer of Paul Franklin is fair 
or not, but then states that the coin should bring a consider¬ 
able amount more. After having the coin photogre?,hed he sends 
the coin itself to Franklin for Ford to see. 
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Ford on page 7 of his testimony correctly admits that 
this correspondence "soeas amusing". 

F, Korff in both of his letters to Franklin gives his 
address as "Mesa Arisona” and omits eny street sddress. In 
1953, Mesa was the third largest city in Arisona, having a 
population of over 20,000 (16.790 in the 1950 U. S. Census and 
33,772 in the I960 U.S.Census). To omit an entire address from 
a letter written on paper without a letterhead would not be 
unusual but to put only the city snd omit the street address 
in such important letters is most unusual, particularly when 
so large a city was involved. 

When, however, the unusual features of the November 9, 
1952 Franklin letter are compared with the unusual features of 
the two 1953 F.Korff letters the following similarities appear. 

1. In each of the three letters there is a semicolon 
after the salutation. A comma is proper in some circumstances 
end a colon in others, but there is no correct use of a semicolon 
after any salutation. For letters written by two different people 
to have the same error is surprising. 

2. In each of the three letters there is excessive 
and nonuniform spacing between sentences in the same paragraph. 

In the September, 1953 Korff letter there are five space units 
after the period in lines 11, 1 $ end 23 of the text, four units 
in lines 2 and 10 end three units in lines 5, 8, 13, 17, 18 

and 20. In the October, 1953 Korff letter there are six space 
units aftor the period on line 3, five units on line 15, four 
units on line 5 and three units on line lb. Similarly in the 
1952 Franklin letter there are four space units after the period 
on line 15 and three units in line 8. Incidentally, in the 1961 
Franklin letter (Appendix item 13) there ere four space units 
in line 9 on the first page and in line 26 on the second page, 
three units in other portions, two units in others, etc. It is 
an unusual typewriting habit to have excessive nonuniforra spac¬ 
ing between sentences in the same paragraph and the fact that 
F.Korff and Paul Fren’clin both have the habit is surprising. 
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3 . In each of the three letters there is unnecessary 
and improper capitalisation of words. In the F. Xorff September, 

1953 letter "Sister" is capitalized in line 13 and not capital¬ 
ized in line 7. In the F. Xorff October, 1953 letter "Sister” 
and "Companies" are both improperly caoitelized. In the Franklin 
1952 letter "Gold Bar" is capitalized in line 2. Incidentally, 
Frenklin*8 1961* letter (Appendix item 13) on lines 28 and 29 
has "Known" and "Coin" improperly capitalized. This is the 
result of a style of emphasis by capitalization and not the 
result of typographical error. For both F. Xorff and Paul Franklin 
to have the same habit is surprising. 

b. In each of the three letters a comma is improperly 
omitted after the complimentary close. "Sincerely yours" has no 
t n the Franklin letter and "ADIOS" and 
"Sincerely" have no punctuation following them in the F. Korff 
letters. For both F. Korff and Paul Franklin to meke the identical 
omission of proper punctuation is startling. 

5. When one compares the signature in each of the three 
letters one finds the F in F, Korff and the F in Franklin each 
to be a mirror image block capital letter with virtually the 
same angular position of components and with the middle crossbar 
overlapping the upright in the same manner. An ordinary block 
capital F has its upright on the left, with crossbars to the right. 
The r in each signature has the seme style of top, and the same 
style of angular descent and the seme style of angular rise toward 
the followT.ng letter. For F. Xorff and Paul Franklin to have such 
identities in handwriting in the only two comparable letters 
common to both names is beyond coincidence with respect to these 
letters and removes any reasonable doubt as to their spuriousness. 

It is obvious to us from the five distinctive correlations 
between the letters of F. Korff and the letter of Paul Franklin 
that the F.Xorff letters were typewritten and signed by Paul 
Franklin. He used a different typewriter and spacing. He made 
deliberate errors on Korff*s behalf by omitting punctuation 
from the city and date. Paul Franklin stated at the Chicago 
hearing that he had only a trade school education. Therefore he 
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could readily have mispunctuated the salutation and omitted 
punctuation from the complimentary close of letters because of 
lack of sufficient formal training. He could nervously have 
the habit of pressing the space bar on the typewriter while 
thinking about h : s next sentence as typewriter spacing habits 
would ordinarily result in uniform space units between sentences 
It the some paragraph. He had the habit of capitalising for 
emphasis. He deliberately omitted the street address to deter 
anyone from trying to find or contact F« Korff, He deliberately 
used an initial for F. Korff's first name to deter anyone 
from further identifying him. He used ADIOS to give the illusion 
of F, Korff living in an ares of the United States with Spanish 
background. The foregoing cannot all be coincidental. In the 
F. Korff letters there are just too many unnatural similarities 
to the Franklin letter and too many artificial elements to leave 
any doubt in our opinion that the F. Korff letters are Paul 
Franklin's creation. 

If there were still any doubt remaining about the spur¬ 
iousness and falsity of the F, iorff letters there 1 b convinc¬ 
ing evidence that no F. Korff existed in 1953 in Mesa,Arisons, 

(a) The Mountain States Telephone Company's Phoenix 
Metropolitan Area directories cover the City of Mesa. The dir¬ 
ectories published from 1950 through 1958 do not list F, Korff 
or any other Korff. He could certainly have afforded a telephone 
as his September 1953 letter says "I do not need the money". 

(b) The voter registration records for all Mesa pre¬ 
cincts for 1953 contain no F, Korff or any other Korff. 

(c) The city directories for Mesa, Chandler end Phoenix, 
Arieona from 1953 through 1958 do not list an F. Korff or any 
other Korff, 

(d) The probate and divorce indices of the records of 
the Superior Court of Arisons for Maricopa County do not list 
any F. Korff. Mesa and Phoenix are both in Maricopa County, 
Arisons, 
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(e) The Credit Bureau of Phoenix which covere the 
Mesa and Phoenix area has no file on F. Korff. 

It therefore appears that F. Korff is a men that never 
was. He was created by Paul Franklin and a ,, Frenlclinstein ,, is 
exactly what he will be. It shows that Franklin created the 
Korff letters near the beginning of his numismatic manufactur¬ 
ing career ap srently to dupe purchasers. The two 1855 20 Blake 

k Co. pieces referred to in the Korff letters were listed by Ford 
in the 17th edition of the Standard Catalogue of United States 
Coins (195E-55) with the words "2 known” and "One of these is 
misstruck and looped". Then in the 18th edition (1957) Ford, 
identified in the catalogue as in charge of "Editorial Consul¬ 
tation and Supervision", inserted or permitted to be inserted 
inaccurate and deceptive language about the 1855 $20 Blake Co. 
pieces, namely,"The first specimen was unearthed by John J. Ford,Jr 
in 1953, the second in 195U." "Unearthed" in a numismatic cata¬ 
logue means "dug up" as many coins are so found. It does not 
mean merely discovered as the word is sometimes nontechnically 
used. The more serious inaccuracy, however, is that if John J. 
Ford, Jr., believed the content of the Korff letters, then Ford 
did not discover the pieces in any event. If anyone did, Franklin 
discovered them. 

We felt that these findings should be promptly relayed 
to the Panel because of their effect on the entire case of the 
defendant. The Panel may wish to examine the original items in 
the Appendix of the Ford testimony, to check other Arizona records 
or to have a handwriting and paper expert examine the signatures 
and paper of the questioned letters. The °anel may wish to re¬ 
develop this matter independently of us and we have no objection. 

There arc other discrepancies on the Ford testimony which 
in our opinion Indicate that all of the Ford testimony should be 
disregarded as lacking veracity. 'uch of it which is stated ss 
fact is either hearsay or developed to insulate Ford from Franklin 
We are now making a study of all bank mergers and bank presidents 
in the Phoenix area from 1958 to date and this will be relevant 
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to assertions node on pages 11 and 12 of the /ord testimony ss 
to the unnamed president of an unnamed bank,in the Phoenix area, 
which merged into another unnamed bank. 

We shall be glad to clarify anything in the foregoing 
which you feel may need it. I am sending two extra copies 
for your convenience. 


*tes tactfully. 



for 

XBXO P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOOIETT 


EPN 

atb 
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RONNIE CARR 



Post Office Box 1113 
Tulare, California 
Telephone 686-2924 


Area Code 209 


N 0 v. 16, 1967 


I'r . Lester Merkin 
65 Last 56th. St. 

New York, New Y 0 rk 

Dear Lester: 

Have yours of the 11th. and thanks. 

Herb will be in Philadelphia this coining December. He might fly up 
to New York and see you or at least he will telephone you. I told 
him that you wanted to discuss Charles Wormser with him. If you want 
to write him perhaps it would be faster but more difficult to put into 
print. Charles has written him several times recently about the job. 

T told him to wait until he spoke with you before giving Charles any 
answer. 

I have written about financial assistance. ,,T e have 7610.00 in debts. 
$2S>0.00 came auickly from the PNG. The ANA has promised another *250.00. 
That leaves us with a debt of $110.00. I am now working on that plus 
other funds for our own personal expenses. 

The cruets sound as though they might Te interesting. S°e if there is 
any of the following types: Mt. "Washington ?each Blow; Amberina; Green 
; Agataj Pomona; "Wheeling Peach Blow. 



c 0Ttie cjUidas ^Toudi 


A.N.A. No. 46932 


C.S.N.A No. 1050 


Strasser. Spiegelberg. Fried & Frank 


120 BROADWAY. NEW YORK, N. Y. 10005 

212 - 964-6500 
CABLE "STERIC, NEW YORK" 

TELEX 620223 


1700 K STREET. N 


LESLIE A. JACOBSON 
FREDERICK LUBCHER 




LAURENCE ROSENTHAL 


OUR REFERENCE 


November 20, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr, Chairman 
P. 0. Box 1113 
Tulane, California 

Mr. Lester Merkin 
315 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Mr. Herbert Bergen 
6o4 N. Harbor Blvd. 

Fullerton, California 

Re: Paul Garland-Thomas Ryan Arbitration 

Regarding Genuineness of USAOG 1853 
Double Eagle, Testimony John J. Ford, 

Jr. Expert Witness on behalf of 
Thomas Ryan Sustaining Genuineness. 

Gentlemen: 

In accordance with the request contained in Mr. Carr's 
letter to Mr. Ford, dated November 13, 1967 , there is 
enclosed with the copy of this letter sent Mr. Carr the 
originals of the said letters from which our client's 
exhibits 4, 4A and 5 were prepared. In view of the fact 
these letters were between others than Mr. Ford he does 
not have and believe never did have the original letters. 

The enclosures are two letters, dated September, 1953 
and October 18, 1953, sent to Paul Franklin by Mr. F. Korff. 
Reproductions of these letters were attached and made part of 
Mr. Ford's report and opinion. 

This will confirm the arrangement between us these 
letters are transmitted for the purpose and with the limitation 
indicated in prior arrangements and as stated in Mr. Carr's 
letter they will be returned within two weeks. 




5 ?? 


. Ronnie Carr 
. Lester Merkin 

. Herbert Bergen Page 2. November 20, 1967 


Please return said letters to this office. 



JPP:JVG 
Enclosures 


p.S. The letter to Mr. Carr together with'the enclosures 
are being sent certified mail, return receipt 
requested. 



toveraber 16, 1967 


Ur* John F. Finn, Jr# 

C/o otrasser, Spiegelberg, Fried and r rank 
12) ' roadway, :tew York, N.Y. 10005 

Tear A'r. Finns 

Today I received a letter fYom Ronnie Carr in -which he asked 
me to send him the original letters dated Sept. 1953 and Oct. 18, 
1953# that were sent to Paul Franklin by Ur. F. Korff of esa, 
Arizona. These two letters were items nos. U, liA (second page), 
and 5# in the Appendix of ray report on the tfSAOG coins. 

At your convenience, would you kindly send these letters to 
;r. Parr. Apparently, the Panel wishes to examine then as soon 
as possible, and Ronnie Carr tells mo that they will be examined 
and returned within two weeks. Kindly advise him to return these 
exhibit letters to you and not to me. any thanksl 


Pordially, 


John J. ord, Jr. 


cct r. Ronnie Carr 
Vr. Herbert B rp 
r. barter artii 
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Deer Ronniet 

We thought it would interest you to know 
that the Copyright Office of the Library of Congress 
pursuant to our inquiry, has stated in a letter to 
us dated November 15, 1967 that their records fail 
to disclose a copyright registrrtion entitled “THE 
FRANKLIN HOARD OP UNITED STATES ASSAY OFFICE OP 
10LD COINS", written by John J. Ford, Jr. 

They advise us that their indices are 
usually six weeks late in posting and that, occasion 
ally, this could be as much as eight weeks. Eight 
weeks prior to November 15, 1967 would be about 
September 15, 1967. Accordingly it appears that 
at the time of the hearing, in Miami, the so-called 
copyrighted material submitted by John J. Ford, Jr. 
was not, in fact, copyrighted even though it so 
states. 

Very truly yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN/atb 
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Mr. Ronnie Carr 
P. 0. Boat 1113 
Tulare, Calif. 93274 


Dear Connies 


I have your letter of tfovember 20th and hasten to reply. 

' • * 

«tlvt Franklin ioard of lilted Uttl Assay 0 ‘flee of Gold 
C Ini."’ However, I w, ; s and s*rs in full a fro ©to nt with Mr. Finn 
concerning the registration of my work. 


As I believe 1 have told you, I have asked Mr. '■‘Inn to let 
up on his exchange of correspondence ait’ you and th^ other 
; anel members. ?nfortuna-oly, the copyright situation is some¬ 
thing that I really know little about, except In the broadest 
possible t-^rns, and therefore I m;ist ref^r your letter of 
November 20th to Mr. Finn for reply. trust that he will be 
able to explain to you the entire situation, particularly why 
the Copyright Office of the Library of the Congress has no 
record of a ooyright Registration for my report. 


You hav® not made any request for 3ny of the individual 
cctual size photographs of the extraneous (jSAOG l^ers from the 
Franklin Hoard. These are available, In small batches, and all 
you have to do Is to give je s me indication of what you specifi¬ 
cally want to sne. l have incorpcrited the set of photographs 
1 took to Miami Beach into ay c*rd file, but will hanpily send 
whatever you need If you have specific wants. /alter Breen's 

report in the XAQG situation includes a complete inventory of 
all Items that I have seer or handled. 


Very best personal regards. 


Very truly yours. 


JJFtdn John J. Ford, JK 

CCi Lester rkin, Herbert M. Bergen, 

Leo A. Young, John F. Finn. 
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First National Ban!: of Arisons 
It 11 Central Avenue 
Phoenix, Arisons 3500k 

Gentlemens .. i llie _ . 

^private arbitration proceeding is pending and involves 

- S .• ■ ■ i to I i3s e I in 1 . \ 

c "lint in San Francisco* It is not an official coin o r t’-e 

■ ' - 1 • . d€ ter that 

tnoy have no jurisdiction over the ;,.-itor* 


Testimony has been submitted concerning alleged deal- 
inr’s with an unnamed President of an unnamed ban!: in the F acnir 
: 1 like to - who the 1 

. ■' any such bank P 2 itually exl 


. . ' • ' ' ' ' Xating to th 

r - * - ant are que .j few wor 

- ■' .' clarity. . if i of .. , 

■ 8 i icluded. • hi - 

' ' Ha • ' iai l with the bank r ont i 

connection with the acquisition of the coin in onestier* 


in 1 ■ ' his initial < 

■ ■ ■ - Phoenix, Arize £ ir. , bank, at sv nt uall; ’ h« 

■ 6, 15 11 and 15 

■' * 5 ' . - ---■ nt 3 ont [page 11 1 e . ■ 

'“cno bon* with wtiom (his) contact irss connected merged into J 
c. larger bonk, becoming a membor of that organisation 3 :; chr-'n 
ana tnst instead of being president of a smallinstitution the 
f :0a was now a branch manager of a local office of the Icrr'e- 
ben:A 1 utv-o 12, line 1). 


* ic » :5S V: ' a11 go tho arbitrators, would bo grateful fo*-* 
your response and the facts on which it is based. 

Very truly yours. 


VlilC P.NEUMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION 
SOCIETY 

atb 
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Hiss Florence E. Vhitnore 
Research Laboratory 
Vuseua of Fine /rts 
Poston, Hass, 0211$ 

Tear Vios VMtzr.orei 

Last Hay $th you prepared Vuseum certificates IIos. T.L. 13,h28, 
13,1*29, 13,h30. These wore in connection with Examination No3. 67.10, 
67.11, 67.12. 

Your examinations were in accordance with ny request that you 
analyze three United States Assay Office of Gold twenty dollar 
coin 3 by X-Iiay fluorescence to determine tlie percentage of gold and 
silver or copper in the alloy of each coin. 

You night remember that we discussed over the telephone prior to 
your making the aforementioned tests the type of analysis that my 
studies required. I believe that I requested that you be as accurate 
as possible concerning the amounts of gold, silver and/or copper, 
that each coin contained. If I remember corr ctly, the testing of 
these coins was delayed because you had your equipment checked so 
a3 to insure full accuracy* 

Examination No. 67.11 shows a copper content for coin USAOG-lQl* 
of 0.5-1.02 copper. This would indicate that your testing v/a3 ac¬ 
curate tc at loc.st a half of one percent or 5/1000. However, shoving 
your test certificates to a third party, the thought v;as expressed 
that your results were probably reported to the nearest 12« "That 
is to say. Examination No. 67.12 reports Gold as 88.02, meaning that 
the gold content probably is nearer to 882 than it is to either 87 
or 092." 

Could you tell me if you actually "rounded off" your test result 
figures or if, say, 89.02 actually represents 890/1000 gold fineness. 

Thi 3 question may bo redundant, but I would appreciate your com¬ 
ments at your earliest possible convenience. Thank you. 

Very truly yours. 


John J. Ford, Jr, 




Charles O. Keith, 1st. Vice-President 


W. W. Turner, 2nd. Vice-President 


Miss Irma Sentell, Sec'y. & Treas. 


<£tatz d\funii±matic Jho cL ztij 

Paul E. Garland, President 608 Mountain View Avenue Maryville, Tennessee 37801 
Telephone 615-983-5570 

29 Nateasbsr 1967 

Tatars* 

^ennia Carr, h«ir*an Arbiter#tian .mol 
P.6. Pax 1113* Tular#, Calif# 

r. hark*rt argan 

oj 4 . Marnar IyS., lullsrtan, Calif.92632 
r. uaatsr arkin 

63 b* 56tl. >te# Raw Yark, H.i* 1 ..>022 

Daar Sira: 

As te a •*.•»«j.ina far tka arteiterateian irswis naar, 1 fael tekate I «u*,t bring 
up ana Itll p elate* X faal aura that s«sh af y*u hSSS tea sa**a is« a sura 
aurine tha aaurse af tha hearings, f It tha rasa aa X as ate prasent. 

han taa kaarings first suanaS, aur side af tka t«sti«any was orasentsi 
in an apan w&nner, avarytking was lait an tka teazle far all ta axaaina* 
i a »ia nat ateteaw ?t h< - - tring tka IftilVktiM witek a late af sgraa- 
«ants ar silanes anyane tey rastrieting aur avisanc# ar any part tehara- 
af. X faal tka SMSSlte is tri# af tka appa Titian, as cka anslasa* 
espy af a. iatetsr 1 r eaut y restive#, t.s«*s ta tea & usrfsst •XtSflf af 
sack tatties* I taaugkt ate first tehste i waulit ilsrsgari it. but an p-aaana 
thaugnt, 1 ASW fNl Unite • a a IS ill knav af it* 

I wauls lias ate this tei»a tea put s faw fasts an raear* eanearning tha 

arbitratisn, s» >#ei@lly that >»rt af it taste teaak plate in ia*i, Is* 

in ay aoinian I Ikifik it w-s ur ins lit ta tha n-.-l, >> • » •< ., Til 

a# • <k• f ant tea aa, that i r. Park saw fit tea bring his atteamay inte# a 
&sttar that prias riiy eanearn•« . r. aa Ryan ana aysslf* iinaa ha v;as 
a sslf-stylaS x?>arte witnass an tethalf af ihaaas yan sustaining 
Gtm&lnsnsts, tekate was hi* jab far te t ass ting • i sn •’till af tka 

•pinian Chat *11 af us WSttteSi a taps rscaraing sf tka ff ir, t 

was aur right yste tnay biaskae it. hair insisfcsnea th^te Fart’s 
tsstisany elases tha uattear is still span ta es*«snt as far as X as 
canearnsa. Ckarlss ar- ssr ana hsrray task raak part af Farb’s 
tsstisany, yst they ail nat tsstify an teksir awn* I fael « vary 
lapsrtante parte af tka testi^sny was s«crate«ly giv«m ta y«u sa tekate 
1 ««uiUa , l test* it, knsw wkate it was ar ton it sksskss* X satarvi 
intea ths urbitratian with tks un^arstanting that X waul* be snfeitlsi tea 
ths full tsstisany, ta sea ths axnibits ana tea kata tha appsrtunity tea 
tsnsulte anyant i salaett*, sa that X eaula srasr-a.i&aine any witness 
ante shaw what NMft r ns >f tu-.-ir tsstisany I thaugkte tea as wr i ng * 

T»ra, tearsugk kis ittearnays, wasa ns sign tens snal^s^a 1 ) St* 1917 
latetar bafara teetay wauls evan sen# as tha inea«plata vas'jian af tka 
fall is any, 'kis is in -ruitr-tin hearing, nat SA iOVMVlgllili* ?AVi 
Is anly vitnass* van styan, was wasn’t pr • aante in hie»i, waul4n , te try 
ta iapasa sueh unfair ana prejudicial IWt4i 1iW» vlill insult tka 
inteslllgsnss sf rll invaliras, as . era ia trying; tea is* i sllsi kiS 

tu.'te it SS giteSA wauite us * 

Yialetian af «y rights ta a fair *n* 1 wish ta thank e- ah af 

yau far teas fin* manner in wnick yau kava aanauetaa tha hearings ante 


Charles O. Keith, 1st. Vice-President 


W. W. Turner, 2nd. Vice-President 


Miss Irma Sentell, Secy. & Treas. 



Paul E. Garland, President 608 Mountain View Avenue Maryville, Tennessee 37801 
Telephone 615-983-5570 
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uoaara* #nni# carr, ii#rkert «rg#n, L#st#r »r:in. 

th« una#lfiak and untiring warmer in chat all #f y»u h;v# throughout 

tao #iitir# ffaif, it is t# knov po»plo wko M&U nitVUkt tho 

project that you gentloMon nay# ##n#, vitheut ee* >ans»tion and ta# 
strong possibilities that you will reap far aero abuse fr#» your 
•eeiai*n than gratitude. 

oinee tala i#tt#r is about tk# arbitration and that 1 hay# n#t signed 
anyt in* tkat r#quir#a m# t# send copies t# anyone that ##ne«rns that 
•tatter, I xv i11 send copies only t# tk#s« 1 think should *cnev/ #f this 

letter* 



Paul S. (.arland 


iiie 

rie F, nowean ImUhUC 
dueatisn eeirty 


'tovenber 29, 1967 

r. onnie C arr 
Post Of fice Box 1113 
Tulare, California 

Dear Ronnie: 

lour letter of Xov. ?6th arrived today# 

The photostats of the orff letters (ray exhibits U, Uk and £) are 
the only "originals** that I have ever had# As Sr. v inn explained to 
you in the first paragraph of his letter of toveraber 2Dth, these letters 
■were between Paul Franklin and .orff, and I do not have and to ray knout- 
ledge never did have the actual originals. To the best of my recollec¬ 
tion, ?orff died a couple of years after ranklin had obtained items 
frcsa him, and at that time, I asb d Franklin for copies of his -orff 
correspondence for ay records# 

exhibit '7 in ay report is a letter from Paul Franklin to me dated 
■ovonber 9, 195?# Since this letter was sent to me, I do navo the 
original, and via a copy of tills letter to him, I sr asking Mr# Finn 
to forward Franklin's letter to you for examination* 

'fem ask if I know where yon can reach Gaul 'ranklin. 1 wish that 
I knew as X would like to talk to him yself# The second paragraph on 
the second page of my letter to you of hove ber 2nd clearly explains 
ray recent relationship • ith ‘'ranklin# There I state that X last heard 
freer, hiai via a letter received in April of this year. That letter (or 
card) was sent from Germany# In the aforementioned paragraph of ray re¬ 
cent letter to you, I farther state that *1 have heard that he returned 
to this country from abroad with his fifteen year old son in ' ay, but 
neither his wife nor T have knowledge of his present whereabouts. It 
was ray fervent wish and intent to have Paul at the hearing in 'iaad 
’'each, Florida, so that he could tell you and the other 'anal '-‘embers 
the source of the D3A0G items. H 

1 have not talked to Dottle ^ranklin since early September, vy last 
contact with her was a letter that I sent to her on September 13th, in 
which I explained how I had heard that i aul was back m the States (and 
had been back s nee early bay). She raay lave hoard soraetning since that 
time# If you want to write her, her address 1st 830? hast onfcerey ay, 
Scottsdale, Arizona, 85?$7. er telex-hone number is: (602) 9l7 3397. 

Let se know if you have any kind of luck# 

Sincerely yours. 


John J# Ford, Jr# 


/-?Erz 


Strasser, Spiegelberg, Fried & Frank 


120 BROADWAY. NEW YORK, N. Y. 10005 


212-964-6500 
CABLE ‘STERIC, NEW YORK" 
TELEX 620223 


WASHINGTON OFFICE 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 
202-296-3300 









November 30, 19^7 


Mr, Ronnie Carr, Chairman 
P. 0. Box 1113 
Tulane, California 

Mr. Lester Merkin 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Mr. Herbert Bergen 
604 N. Harbor Blvd. 

Fullerton, California 

Re: Paul Garland-Thomas Ryan Arbitration 

Regarding Genuineness of USAOG 1853 
Double Eagle, Testimony John J. Ford, 
Jr. Expert Witness on Behalf of 
Thomas Ryan Sustaining Genuineness. 

Gentlemen: 

Mr. Carr’s letter to our client, Mr. Ford, dated 
November 20, 1967 , relative to the copyright situation, 
has been turned over to us for response as per Mr. 

Ford's answering letter to Mr. Carr dated November 24, 
1967. 


It is considered both improper and unprofessional 
during the pendency of a judicial proceeding to generally 
circulate evidence submitted to a judicial body relevant 
to the subject matter at issue in that proceeding. 

Consequently Mr. Ford's report and expert opinion 
was not filed for copyright although it was the expecta¬ 
tion at the time of the final hearing in August, 1967 
the Tribunal would promptly and shortly thereafter render 
its determination permitting the forthwith copyright filing. 
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Pertinent Court decisions on that subject matter hold 
that presentation of written material to a judicial body 
does not constitute publication and specifically hold it 
does not constitute publication within the purview of the 
copyright laws. 

It is for this reason we have heretofore been required 
to decline many requests by others, including Panel members, 
for receipt and examination of the said written material 
outside and apart from the Tribunal. If you will re-examine 
our prior correspondence with the Panel in this area you 
will realize this point was heretofore called to your atten¬ 
tion. 


In view of the delay in the Panel's determining the 
sole issue involved namely that of the genuineness of the 
single coin before it in this proceeding long beyond that 
originally contemplated and the intention to have made the 
copyright filing in or shortly after August, 1967 we are re¬ 
considering this matter and if it appears the Panel's de¬ 
termination will not be reached and reported before the end 
of this year we will recommend our client forthwith file 
the report for copyright. 

In any event the subject matter of copyright or non¬ 
copyright is a collateral matter unrelated to the single 
arbitration issue. 

Further, in response to the request contained in Mr. 
Carr's letter to our client, dated November 20, 1967 > re¬ 
garding transmission to him on behalf of the Panel of the 
original Exhibit 7 in our client's report and opinion, 
being the letter from Paul Franklin addressed to Mr. John 
J. Ford, Jr., dated November 9, 1952 and pursuant to the 
response of our client to Mr. Carr, dated November 29, 

1967 I enclose herewith to Mr. Carr the original of the 
aforesaid letter. This letter is sent on the understanding 
it will be retained by him in his possession and returned 
to us by registered air mail, return receipt requested, not 
later than two weeks after its receipt by him. 

Because of the original enclosure the letter to Mr. 
Carr is being sent registered mail, return receipt re¬ 
quested. 


995 


. Ronnie Carr 
. Lester Merkin 
. Herbert Bergen 
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In view of the fact the original of both of Mr. 

Carr's letters indicate copies were sent to Mr. Leo Young 
as well as to the other two Panel members we are similarly- 
sending a copy of this letter to Mr. Young. 


JFF:JVG 
Enclosure 



JOHN P. FINN, JR. 
For 


STRASSER, SPXEGELBERG, FRIED AND FRANK 


Mr. Carr-Registered Mail 

Return Receipt Requested 


cc: Mr. Leo A. Young 



FOP.". A 


Pa£c 3 Certificate 

'Registration of a Claim to Copjjr.jht 

in a published book manufactured in the United States cf America 


CLASS 

REGISTRATION NO. 

A 

A or»ni87 

DO NOT WRITE HERE 


This Is To Certify that the statements set forth on this certificate have been made 
a part of the records of the Copyright Office. In witness whereof the seal of the 
Copyright Office is hereto affixed. 

' f {/ , ; 

Register of Copyrights 
United States of America 

1. Copyright Claimant(s) and Address(es): 

Name..... 





Addres, ..17.6..Hexir.i.cics.on..I)r.iy.e.,...Ro.ckv.llle...C.en.tr.e.,. ..N.ew...y.Qrk...ll5.7.Q- 


Na 


Address 


2. Titi«: The t.? 9. s.Assay Office of 

(Title of book) 

Gold Coins -..An ...Answer; to ...Eric P. Newman 


3. Authors: 


Namc John J Pox d, Jr .. Citizenship Q ..%>.* ,. 

(Legal name followed by pseudonym if latler appears on copies) (Namc of country) 

Domiciled in u.s.a. Ye. No. Address 17.6 .Henri ckson. Dr ive,... Rocky .±ll.&.„Centve_ 

New York, 11570 


(Legal n 

Domiciled in U.S.A. Yes_ 


le followed by pseudonym if latter appears on copies) 

... No. Address . 


(Name of country) 


Namc. . Citizenship. 

(Legal name followed by pseudonym if latter appears on copies) (Name of country) 

Domiciled in U.S.A. Yes_ No.. Address ....... 

4. Date of Publication of This Edition: 

12 15 1967 

.'(Month).(Day).(Year). 


5. New Matter in This Version: 


6. Book in English Previously Manufactured and Published Abroad: If all or a substantial part of the text of this edition was 
previously manufactured and published abroad in the English language, complete the following spaces: 

Date of first publication of foreign edition . Was registration for the foreign edition made in the U.S. 

(Year) Copyright Office? Yes . No 


If your answer is "Yes,” give registration number. .... 

Complete all applicable spaces on next page 












































7. Deposit account: 


6. Send correspondence to: 

N .„...Juceatn, Esq.. 

9. Send certificate to: 


120 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 


(Type or 

print Name 
name and 
addrcss > 


f 

Robert E. Juceam, Esq. 


\ 

120 Broadway _ .. 


(Number and street) 




New York* New York 

(City) (State) 

.....1QQ05. 

(/.IP code) 

/ 


Information concerning copyright in books 


When To Use Form A. Form A is appropriate for pub¬ 
lished books which have been manufactured in the United 
States. 

W'hat Is a "Book"? The term "books" covers not only ma¬ 
terial published in book form, but also pamphlets, leaflets, 
cards, and single pages containing text. Books include fiction, 
nonfiction, poetry, collections, directories, catalogs, and infor¬ 
mation in tabular form. 


Unpublished Books. The law docs not provide for regis¬ 
tration of "book" material in unpublished form. Unpublished 
books are protected at common law against unauthorized use 
prior to publication. 

Duration of Copyright. Statutory copyright in published 
books lasts for 28 years from the date of first publication, and 
may be renewed for a second 28-year term. 


How to secure statutory copyright in a book 


First: Produce Copies With Copyright Notice. Produce the 
work in copies by printing or other means of reproduction. 
To secure copyright, it is essential that the copies bear a copy¬ 
right notice in the required form and position, as explained 
below. 

Second: Publish the Work With Copyright Notice. The 
copyright law defines the "date of publication" as ". . . the 
earliest date when copies of the first authorized edition were 
placed on sale, sold, or publicly distributed by the proprietor 
of the copyright or under his authority, . . 

Third: Register Your Copyright Claim. Promptly after 
publication, mail to the Register of Copyrights, Library of 


Congress, Washington, D.C., 20540, two copies of the work as 
published with notice, an application on Form A, properly 
completed and notarized, and a fee of $6. 

The Copyright Notice. The copyright notice for books shall 
appear on the title page or verso thereof, and shall consist of 
three elements: the word "Copyright,” or the abbreviation 
"Copr ," or the symbol ©, accompanied by the name of the 
copyright owner and the year date of publication. Example: 
© John Doe 196<>. Use of the symbol © may result in secur¬ 
ing copyright in countries which arc members of the Universal 
Copyright Convention. 


NOTE: It is the act of publication with notice that actually secures copyright protection. If 
copies are published without the required notice, the right to secure copyright is lost, and 
cannot be restored. 


Books manufactured abroad 


In General. Form A is not appropriate for books which 
have been manufactured outside the United States. 

Foreign-Language Books. Applications covering foreign- 
language books by foreign authors, manufactured abroad, 
should be submitted on Form A-B Foreign. 

linglish-Language Books. Books in English manufactured 
abroad may be registered for "ad interim” copyright (Form 
A—B Ad Interim); or, if they arc protected under the Univer¬ 
sal Copyright Convention they are eligible for full-term regis¬ 
tration on Form A-B Foreign: 

(1) Ad Interim Copyright. Ad interim registration is neces¬ 
sary for protection in the United States unless copyright has 


been secured under the Universal Copyright Convention. To 
secure ad interim copyright a claim must be registered within 
6 months of first publication abroad. Ad interim copyright 
lasts for 5 years or until an American edition is published 
within the 5-year period and registered. 

(2) Unisonal Copyright Convention. An English language 
work by a foreign author first published abroad is eligible for 
full-term U.S. copyright if: (a) its author is a citizen or subject 
of a country which is a member of the Universal Copyright 
Convention, or the work was first published in such country, 
and (b) all published copies bear the copyright notice pro¬ 
vided under the Universal Copyright Convention. 


FOR COPYRIGHT OFFICE USE ONLY 

Application and affidavit received 

-2 /sag 


Two copies received 

JAN -2 1368 

Fee received 

53531 JAN-2'68 


(J»n. 1967-2 SO.OOO) 


Page 4 

























ffl 


EF2KShr 

nat:onal 

BANK 


411 NORTH CENTRAL AVENUE TELEPHONE 271-6000 
MAILING ADDRESS P. 0. BOX 2551 PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85002 



December 7, 1967 


Dear Mr. Newman: 

As per our recent conversations and correspondence, I would 
like to acknowledge receipt of your letter of November 27 
concerning identity of a bank president referred to in tes¬ 
timony given in connection with opinion regarding genuine¬ 
ness of a coin. 

It is my understanding that an unnamed bank president was 
connected with a bank that was merged into a Phoenix area 
bank subsequent to 1957. Accordingly, I will relate bank 
mergers from 1957 to date that affect banks operating in 
the Phoenix area and the names of the presidents of the 
banks involved and their present responsibilities and where¬ 
abouts, if known. For background information, I would like 
to advise that I have been associated with the First National 
Bank of Arizona since April, 1941, and served as Secretary of 
the Arizona Bankers Association from November, 1960 until 
November, 1963. In both associations, I feel that I have had 
an opportunity to be aware of bank mergers and some of the 
personnel involved. 

Report of bank mergers as follows: 

FARMERS & STOCKMANS BANK, Phoenix : Organized September 5, 

1950, merged into Bank 
of Douglas, Phoenix, June 28, 1957. Bank of Douglas subse¬ 
quently changed its name to The Arizona Bank, August 2, 1960. 
Rex E. Staley was president of Farmers & Stockmans Bank at 
the time of the merger, taking a position with the merged 
bank as First Vice President with responsibilities in the 
Home Office. Subsequently, he resigned from that bank and 
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now is president of the Southwest Savings & Loan Association, 
Phoenix. Mr. W. R. Montgomery was president of the Bank of 
Douglas at the time of the merger, was advanced to Chairman 
of the Board and was succeeded as president by Lloyd Bimson . 

Mr. Bimson is now deceased. Mr. Montgomery continues as 
Chairman of the Board currently. 

BANK OF PHOENIX ; Organized October 6, 1958, merged into 

Pioneer Bank of Arizona, Prescott, April 1, 
1962. President at the time of the merger Bank of Phoenix, 
Kenneth E. Johnson , who served as president of the merged bank 
until January, 1966. At that time Bank of Scottsdale, which 
was organized October 9, 1961, merged into the Pioneer Bank 
and Mr. Johnson was succeeded by Allen L. Rosenberg as presi¬ 
dent. Mr. Rosenberg, who had been president of the Bank of 
Scottsdale, continued as president of the merged organization. 
Mr. Johnson left the community and is presently president of 
the Kansas State Bank & Trust Company, Wichita, Kansas. He 
still holds that position. Mr. Joseph G. Rice , now deceased, 
had been president of the Pioneer Bank at the time of its 
merger with the Bank of Phoenix. He continued for a short 
time as Chairman of the merged institutions. Mr. Rice was 
also Chairman of the Board of the First Federal Savings & Loan 
Association, a responsibility he held until his death. 

BANK OF ARIZONA, Prescott : Merged into the First National Bank 
on September 13, 1957. Sherman 
Hazeltine , President of the Bank of Arizona at the time of the 
merger, became president of the merged institutions. Mr. Mont 
McMillan who had been president of First National Bank of 
Arizona was advanced to Chairman of the Board. Mr. McMillan 
subsequently resigned that position to become president of the 
First America Corporation, parent holding corporation of the 
bank. This holding company has since changed its name to 
Western Bancorporation. Mr. McMillan is now retired and lives 
in the Los Angeles area. Mr. Hazeltine was advanced to Chair¬ 
man and succeeded as president of First National Bank of Arizona 
by J. H. Brahm . Mr. Brahm subsequently resigned as president 
to become Executive Vice President of Western Bancorporation 
and later Vice Chairman of the Southern Arizona Bank of Tucson, 
a position he held until he retired several years ago. Mr. 
Sherman Hazeltine continues as Chairman of the Board of First 
National Bank of Arizona. Mr. Robert D. Williams is currently 
president of First National Bank of Arizona. 
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One other merger prior to 1957, however, was FIRST STATE BANK 
OF MESA , merged into Bank of Douglas, effective June 30, 1955. 
Glenn C. Taylor was president of First State Bank of Mesa; 
however, he took no official position with the Bank of Douglas 
following the merger. Mr. Taylor is retired and lives in the 
Phoenix area. Mr. W. R. Montgomery was president of the Bank 
of Douglas at the time of this merger and is serving as Chair¬ 
man of the Arizona Bank as reported in connection with the 
Farmers & Stockmans Bank - Bank of Douglas merger above. 

The effective dates of the mergers as outlined above have been 
provided through the office of the Superintendent of Bank, 
Phoenix, Arizona. 

I trust the above information is presented in a manner that 
will be of assistance to you. 


Sincerely, 



Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Eric P. Newman Numismatic 
Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


WEH/emc 

602-271-6775 






ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis 5, Missouri 


Doccr.bor 12 s 1967 


Hr. Ronnie Cc.rr, Chairman 

P.O.Box 1113 
Tulcro, California 




Dear Ronnies 

Enclosed herewith in a carbon oc\y of our 

letter of Tovenbor 37, 1967 to the first national 
of Arizona* There is also enclosed a photocopy of 
the reply thereto dated December ?, 1967. 

Ld you will note Yron reading the reply, no 
President of a Phoenix ores ban!' involved in a merger 

sinco 1957 over became 2 branch manager of a loecl^ 
office of tho merged ban!:. ^ 

Tho statements in the ford testimony in that 
regard therefore appear to bo net based upon fact. 


Sincerely yours, 

. 

ERIC ?. re* ::;/t!J humishatic 

EDUCATION SOCIETY 

ctb 


Enc. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



xxxxxxxxxxxxx 
65 Eafef 56th Street 


December 16, 1967 


Mr. Ronnie Carr 
Box 1113 

Tulare, Calif. 9327^ 

Dear Ronnie: 

I'm in receipt of the arbitration material 
which you sent me and, of course, am com¬ 
pletely amazed with the information that 
keeps turning up. As you know, I plan to 
attend the convention An L.A. in February 
at which time I hope the three arbitrators 
will meet - there is much to discuss. 

I haven't heard from Herb yet but we still 
have about two wefeks in December to go. 

As for the cruits I have not heard from 
Mike Kolman who is the owner. May I suggest 
that you write and deal directly with him. 


Regards 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


December 26 , 1967 


Mr. Lester Merkin 
65 East 56th Street 
New York, New York 

Dear Lester: 

As you suggested, we obtained a photocopy of 
the Bank Leu-Hess sale of October 17-18, 1962. 

The description of the Blake bar (Lot 1007) 
has the specific statement, "This ingot has been in the 
possession of one family for at least 50 years". This 
confirms what v;as told to you by Bryan Grover. 

Achtung. I also note that Lot 100 8 in that 
sale is an 1853 $20 U.S.Assay Office piece described as 
"Sehr selten. FDC." Do you know if this coin had any 
connection with the "Humbert associate source"? It is 
illustrated in the catalogue and looks beautiful. Will 
the auctioneers tell you who submitted it, or who bought 
it, or if it was withdrawn? 

Cordially, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN 
a tb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 
December 29 , 1967 


Mr. Lester Merkin 
69 East 56th Street 
New York, New York 

Re: Garland vs. Ryan Arbitration 

Dear Les: 

I am enclosing letters to each of the arbitrators 
based upon our recent discussion. If you have any objection 
to my writing these letters, please let me know as I do not 
wish to send them without your blessing. If there is any 
inaccuracy, a correction can be made. If they are 
satisfactory, please^cfrop them in the mail. 


Sincerely 


Eric P. Newman 


EPN/cal 


Enclosures 





A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 

December 29, 1967 


Mr. Honnie Carr, Chm. 

Mr. Herbert M. Bergen 
Mr. Lester Merlcin 

Ret Oarland vs. Ryan Arbitration 
Gentlemen 1 

We feel it is important to report to you some findings 
which grew out of certain information which Lester Merkin 
mentioned to me. 

Lester told me that the theretofore unknown "G. Blake 
Assayer" 185U gold bar listed and illustrated as lot 1007 in 
the Oct. 17, 1962, auction sale of Bank Leu and Adolph Hess 
and described as being over 50 years in one family was stated 
to be a forgery by John J. Ford, Jr., and was withdrawn from 
sale. It was returned to Brian H. Grover, a coin dealer of 
East Moseley, England, who submitted it for sale. Grover 
subsequently sent it to Lester for further study when it was 
stolen from Lester's business premises. It was recovered by 
the authorities who now hold it as evidence. 

In checking the sale catalogue, a photo copy of pertinent 
pages being enclosed, it can be noted that an 1853 $20 U. S. 
Assay office 900 fine gold piece is listed as the next lot 
following the bar and it is described as in " Fleur du Coin " 
condition. This was therefore a gem coin as the illustration 
indicates. Its condition leads to the conclusion that it must 
have come from the "Humbert Associate Source." The association 
of the forged Blake bar and the USAOG item side by side in a 
European catalogue is not insignificant and Lester may be able 
to find out if Grover submitted the USAOG piece too and if it 
sold. 


We can inform you that the same Brian H. Grover was 
involved in the auction sale in 1962 in England where a gold 
forgery of the St. Patrick's farthing was sold for B500. 

(See "A Snake Breeds a St. Patrick's Farthing" in the May 1963 
Numismatist where silver forgeries from the same false dies 
are described). Grover was asked to check the source of the 
gold forgery and became very vague. As you know, the alleged 
letters of the unlocatable F. Korff to Paul Franklin involve 
theretofore unknown Blake & Co. gold pieces of 1855. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
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The USAOG piece in the 1962 Bank Leu sale seems to have 

had bad associates. 


Happy Hew Tear, 


Eric P. Newman 


EPN/cal 


Enclosure 



/AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 

CERTIFICATION SERVICE 

818 N. Cascade 
Colorado Springs, Co. 80903 


October 9, 1978 


Fred Weinberg 
Numismatics Ltd. 

9401 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 820 
Beverly Hills, CA 90212 

Dear Mr. Weinberg: 

The U»S. 1853 $20 Gold _ y OU submitted 

to us for examination is among the most challenging 
coins we have received for certification. In 
order to verify our opinion, we have sent it to 
one of the best consultants in this particular 
field. 

Your coin has been assigned number _. 

Please allow us an additional two to three weeks 
to complete the examination. We thank you for 
your patience and cooperation. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to 
call (303) 473-9146. 


Sincerely, 






AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASSOCIATION 

CERTIFICATION SERVICE 

818 N. Cascade 
Colorado Springs, Co. 80903 


Coin Numbe r - 57-59S _Date /%i/. / 

Your enclosed coin, /_/$'/?Q /<£$3 _ ^£<9 


cannot be certified. 




u 


In our opinion. 

It is not a genuine, original coin as 
described. /^77&X! es?c/osec{. 

Ufu/tC J^’O.'Uviu ■ 

Appears to have been altered _ 


/ / Other 


/ / Cannot reach a conclusion—-Refund for 
$_enclosed. 

/ / Section 492, Title 18, United States 
Code, provides that a counterfeit or 
altered coin be surrendered to an 
authorized agent of the Treasury 
Department, the U.S. Secret Service. 















ANACS E-5759-B 


1853 900 fine $20 U.S. Assay Office. 

33.50 grams. (517.0 grains) Sp. gr. 17.8. 

This piece was No. 6 in a group of about 20 similar pieces studied by a 
panel including this consultant about 15 years ago. It is distinguished 
from all other known pieces by having in the obverse field equally spaced 
and close spiral tool marks on all except the left side. In the opinion 
of the panel this consentric appearing group of circular lines resulted 
from the use of an automatic cross cutting tool when a lathe was used to 
cut off the end of a steel rod being prepared as part of the forgery 
process. The steel rod was to be used as a false hub or false die to be 
made by a pressure transfer process. The tool marks in the opinion of 
the panel did not result from the preparation in a lathe of the gold 
planchet on which the coin was struck. 

The submitted piece is one of the coins in a so-called "hoard" found in • 
recent years, that has been studied by many people. One piece from the 
hoard with a glittering surface was the subject of an arbitration under 
PNG auspices and litigation in Cook County, Illinois. The arbitration 
panel unanimously determined that the coin was not a proof and the court 
sustained the decision of the arbitrators. The arbitration panel was about 
to give an opinion on whether that coin was or was not genuine, but did not 
file any opinion on that issue. This consultant has since learned 
additional facts and has come to further conclusions subsequent to the 
original opinion given in that arbitration. 

This consultant and others have concluded that the original pair of dies for 
the 1853 U.S. Assay Office 900 fine were improperly removed from and not 
returned to the U.S. Mint in Philadelphia sometime after 1912. These dies 
were not used by the person who took them. Transfer hubs and transfer dies 
were secretly and privately made at a much later date from the original dies. 
There was polishing and tooling on the hubs and on the dies and a few coins 
were struck in various stages of the completion of polishing and tooling of 
the dies. Others were struck after completion. There was a new collar prepared 
in a brooching machine with 179 reeds on the edge, the normal collar having 
170 reeds. One of the false dies was cut into parts to produce other related 
gold and lead numismatic items. 

The submitted piece has a ball-shaped raised die break on top of the first 
A of ASSAY. This developed in the late stages of the use of the original 
die, but is not found on some of the other related pieces as it was ground 
off of the forged transfer hub. A similar raised oval die break between the 
top parts of SS in ASSAY also can be noticed on the submitted piece. 

There is an identifying nick which appears on the obverse as a line dent 
rising to the right on the upper part of the I of UNITED. This nick is 


not an accident to the coin but is in the false die. Similarly there is a 
diagonal nick in the lower text panel line of the reverse below the right 
side of the F in CALIFORNIA. This is also a characteristic of the false 
die and not an accident to the coin. 

The normal die break lump on the right side of the T of UNITED on the 
reverse is present along with the breaks connecting the L of GOLD with 
letters above and below. 

The surface of the submitted piece is mildly shiny but much duller than the 
pieces with a glittering surface. 

This submitted piece is the most important link in a modern forgery saga, 
and it would be very helpful to the hobby if it could be ratained by ANACS 
for future instruction purposes. In the opinion of this consultant it is 
a most dangerous forgery and as such an outstanding example of the efforts 
which have been taken to deceive numismatists. 

Much additional data and research are available if the matter is to be 
studied further. 


The opinions expressed in this report reflect the opinions not only of our 
consulting staff but also the opinions of the American Numismatic 
Association Certification Service. 


